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To the Miniſters and Churches of our Lord Ixsus 
CarisT in Meu-England; Grace, Mercy and 
Peace be multiplied. | jo. 2 


Reverend, Honoured and Beloved, 


]* we really tho't, that this publick Appearance of ours 
needed an Apology, we ſhould doubtleſs have excus'd our 
ſelves the Work that might make ſuch an one become neceſſary. 
For we aſſure all that ſhall read what we have written, that as 
we have no Time to ſpare from the neceſſary Buſineſs con- 
ſtantly ariſing among our particular Flocks; ſo had we any 
Surpluſage of Time, we ſhould have little Inclination to con- 
ſume it in Controverſies; much leſs in controverting with the 
Reverend Mr. Balch, for whom we have an Eſteem, for his 
many good Qualities. Nothing but a Perſwaſion, that Duty 
to that great Maſter who hath put us into the Miniſtry, and 
Faithfulneſs to his Flock, calls us, cou'd have induc'd us to 
take upon us this troubleſomeOffice. For judging thePoints of 
Doctrine with which we have to do (ſome of them at leaſt) 
to be of the greateſt Importance, and ſeeing none elſe publickly 
engage in their Defence, when thus openly attack'd; we faid 
at length to our ſelves, We alſo will ſhew our Opinion, If it 
be aſk'd, why ſo long a Delay? We reply, partly thro' hopes, 
that ſome other of our Brethren wou'd prevent us this Labour, 
and partly thro' deſire that Mr. Balch might have Opportunity 
of ſober Reflection on what he had publiſhed ; which perhaps 
might influence him to retra& the moſt offenſive Matters, and 
ſuperſede our Remarks. Aſking your Pardon for whatWeak- 
neſſes you may find in this Conflict for the Truth, together 
"_ your Prayers for the Smiles of Heaven upon it, we fub= 
cribe, 

Your Fellow-Servants, and Brethren in the Goſpel of Chriſt, 


Ipfwich, May 3oth. Samuel I,, igglefworth. 
1740, John Chipman. 
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«© THIS Word Only, which now-a-Days they ſhout at ſo in Luther, is re- 
verently heard and read in the Writings of the * win faith Eraſmus, For 
St. Ambroſe ſaith, This is the Work of God, that he which believeth in God, 
ſhould be ſaved without Works freely, by Grace only receiving the Pardon of his Sins, 
_ Chry/s/tom ſaith (on Rom. 3. 27.) But what is the Law of Faith? Even to be 
ſaved by Grace : Here the Apoſtle ſheweth the Goodneſs of God, who not 
only ſaveth us, but alſo juſtifieth and glorifieth us, uſing no Works hereunto, 
but requiring Faith only. Baſil faith, This is true and perfect Rejoicing in 
God, when a Man is not lifted up with his own Righteouſneſs, but knoweth 
himſelf to be void of true Righteouſneſs, and to be juſtffied by Faith only in 
Chriſt, T heodoret ſaith, We have not believed of our own Accord, but be- 
ing called we come, and being come, he exacteth not Purity and Innocence 
of Life at our Hands, but Faith only for the Pardon of our Sins. Bernard 
ſaith, Whoſoever is touched with a Senſe of his Sins, and hungreth after Righ- 
teouſneſs, let him believe in God that juſtifieth Sinners, and being juſtified by 
Faith only, he ſhall have Peace with God. 


Dr, Joux WHITE. 


% Works are not the Condition of Juſtification, yet they are the Evidences 
of it. Faith juſtifies, and Works juſtify : James 2. 24. Je ſee then, how that 
by Works a Man is juſtified, and not by Faith only. By the Righteouſneſs of 
Faith we are acquitted from Sin, and by the Righteouſneſs of Works we are 
acquitted from Guile and Hypocriſy. --- Tho' Works have nothing to do in 
the Court of Heaven, in Matter of Juſtification ; yet they have a Voice of 
Teſtimony in the Court of Conſcience. --- Faith gives us a Title to Chriſt's 
Righteouſneſs ; but Works give an Evidence of it, . 


Dr. Max Ton, Vol. 3. Page 28. 
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Unſound Doctrines, 
Propagated by the Rev. Mr. William Balch. 


HE Rev. Mr. Balch having three Years ago publiſhed a 
S& SERMON, upon Faith and Worts, wherein we appre- 
hend that there are Opinions divulged contrary to the 
= true Scripture- DoQtrine of Ju cation; and having ſince 
— tat in an APPENDIX to a Pamphlet bearing Date Se 
eber 11. 1744, rehearſed and defended other excep- 
+ „  tionable Tenets; We ſhall, with all proper Regards to 
NON ERTREI his Perſon and Station, freely give our Thoughts upon 
theſe his Writings, ſo far as we think neceſſary. 


And 
Hirt, We ſhall offer our Thoughts relating to ſome exceptionable Things, 


which we find in his ſaid SERMON, entitled, The Apoſtles St. PAUL and St. 
James Reconcil d, with reſpect to Faith and Works. 
As to this Diſcourſe, We are offended with the Des1GN of the Piece, and 


his METHoD of proſecuting that Deſign, 


I. The evident Des16N of the Sermon (in our Apprehenſion) is to attribute 
to Works, or chriſtian Obedience, ſuch a Part in Man's 7u/tification, as is con- 
trary to the Scripture, the infallible Touchſtone of Truth, and inconſiſtent with 
the Divinity of the Reformed Churches in their pureſt Eſtate : from both which 
we are taught, that it is Faith, and that Only, which ju/tifies, in the moſt im- 
portant Senſe of the Term. But 
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But to avoid all Room for Miſconſtruction, when we ſpeak of Juſtification 
by Faith alone, we would not be underſtood, as if Faith were the meriworious 
Cauſe of our Juſtification, or that we are juſtified for our Faith; it is CHRIST 
alone who juſtifies in this Senſe : But our Intent is, that our Faith is the alone 
Inſtrument (on our Part) by which the Redeemer's juſtifying Righteouſneſs be- 
comes ours, and we juſtified thereby. Rom. 3. 24, 25. Being juſtified freely 
by his Grace, thro' the Redemption which is in feſus Chrif? ; whom God hath 
ſet forth to be a Propitiation, thre* Faith in his Blood, &c. Nor do we accuſe 
Mr. Balch as directly and explicitly placing the Works of the Law in the 
Room of Chriſt's Merits, reſpecting Man's Juſtification, ſeveral Paſſages in 
his Sermon carrying a Face to the contrary ; but rather as joining I ers with 
Faith, if not ſetting them alone, as the Condition of our receiving Juſtification 
by Chriſt's Merits, We fay if not ſetting them alme---becauſe, if Mr. Balch, 
in what Influence on our Juſtification he allows to Faith, do conſider Faith 
meerly as a Hort, and not as a gracious Act of ſpecial Efficacy and Significan- 
cy, whereby the Soul becomes myſtically and ſpiritually united to the Redee- 
mer, partakes of his Righteouſneſs, and derives a Power of performing Good 
Works ; If, we ſay, it be under this Notion and in this Light, that he conſiders 
Faith, as acting its Part in our Juſtification ; then we think that he makes 
. alone the Method or Condition of our receiving Chriſt's juſtifying 
erits. 

But let the Matter of Offence be, his joining Worſs with Faith, as the Method 
or Condition of our receiving, and becoming entitled to Chrift”s juſtifying Merits. 
To prove that this is Matter of Fact, it would be eno' to aſk, Why elſe is 
he ſo much concerned to enervate the Teſtimony for Juſtification without 
Mortis, which is uſually brought from the Words of the Apoſtle Paul, Rom. 
3- 28. Therefore we conclude that a Man is juſtified by Faith, without the Deeds 
of the Lato? Why was an whole Sermon compos'd, preach'd and publiſh'd, 
offering another Way of reconciling St. Paul and St. James, than that com- 
monly received? And why ſo unnatural and violent Conſtruction put upon 
the Deeds of the Law, but to prevent his Juſtification by Works being condemn'd 
by Scripture ; and to explode Juſtification by Faith only ? 

But beſides this ſtrong [mplication, his Deſign of joining Man's Yorks with 
his Faith in Juſtification, is open and avowed throughout his Sermon, : 

Let it be remembred in the firft Place, That whereas the Apoſtle James, 
in that Paſſage, whoſe Reconciliation with the Apoſtle Paul he hath undertaken, 
faith, That by Worts a Man is ju/lified, Mr. Balch hath abundantly declared 
it to be his Opinion, That St. Fames's Fuſlification is none other than that 
great and important Juſtificatton, „* which includes in it Remiſſion of Sins, 
- and the divine Acceptance, and puts a Man in the Way ot eternal Lite.” 

age | 
3 Page 9. he ſays, We may in the next Place inquire, what he intends 
& by Faith and J/orks, by which he ſays a Man is juſtified ; for this is clearly 
“ implied, when he aſſerts, that a Man is ju/tified by I orks, and not by Faith 


ce only-----that they muſt be both together in this Affair, (let any fay what they 
And 


( 


And Page 11. But only as they (i. e. Yorks) are together with Faith, 
ce the Condition of the Goſpel- Covenant, and what God requires on our Part 
6 jn order to our inheriting eternal Life, which Jeſus Chriſt hath purchaſed.“ 
And bid. But he firft by his Goſpel and Grace brings Men thro” Faith 
« and Repentence, to true Goodneſs, to a ſincere, tho* imperfet Conſor- 
6 mity to the divine Will; and then has obtain'd the Acceptance of God 
«« and eternal Life for them.” And again, Page 19. For theſe I fay, 
4% not as the Way to merit Heaven, but only as the Way to come to the 
« Enjoyment of that Poſſeſſion purchaſed for them by the Lord Jeſus Chrift.”? 
And in Page 20. we find him ſaying, „ And is not this agreable, not only 
© to the whole Current of the Scripture, but alſo to the beſt Reaſon of 
«« Mankind? which hath ever told them, that if they would pleaſe God, 
cc it muſt be by doing well : That if they would be acceptable in his Sight, 
ce it muſt be by an Imitation of him in his moral PerfeCtions.” And Page 22. 
« The inſpired Writers univerſally agree, and this is the whole Tendency 
4 and Scope of their Doctrine everywhere to aſſure us, that /Yell-doing is 
<< the Way to Acceptance and Favour with God thro* Chriſt.” And p. 25. 
4 Whereas, methinks, any one might perceive, they (i. e. Works) are 
«© neceſſary on our Part, in order to our receiving it (i. e. Heaven) as a 
c free Gift of God, thro' Chriſt,” With many other Paſſages of the like 
Nature. 

And now, Is this the ſcriptural Doctrine of Juſfificatian? Is this Account of 
it agreable to the Principles of the reformed Churches ? 

As to the Scripture, all we ſhall fay at preſent is, ---- That the Text in 
Rom. 3. 28. which Mr. Balch hath ſo ſtrenuouſly laboured to make ſpeak 
favourably of his Opinion, will, after all that he hath done, be an eternal 
Confutation of it. For it aſſerts, That a Man is juſtified by Faith, without 
the Deeds of the Law : Which Deeds of the Law, we hope in the Sequel to 
prove, to be none other, than thoſe F/oris to which Mr. Balch attributes our 
Juſtification. So that the Apoſtle Paul and he will appear to have had very 
different Sentiments reſpecting Juſtification, More ſcriptural Proof may occur 
hereafter. 

What the Judgment of the reformed Churches hath been, reſpecting this im- 
portant Article of our Salvation, we mean our 7u//ification, we ſhall now 
conſider. The ancient Fathers of the chriſtian Church were far from 
Mr. Balch's Opinion, as we have ſhewed in ſome Inftances, from Dr. White, 
in the Beginning of this Eſſay: And many more of them might be cited to 
the ſame Purpoſe. The Romiſb Church indeed, confounding 7u/tification with 
Sanftification, and inſiſting that the /mputation of Righteouſneſs, implies nothing 
elſe, than the Infuſion of Righteouſneſs, i. e. the Quality of Righteouſneſs, into 
a Man; will in this Particular readily concur with him, in ſaying, That 
it is by Grace wrought within us, and Works of Righteouſneſs and Charity 
performed by us, that we become entitled to the Redemption purchaſed by 
Chrift, This is Part of the Doctrine of the Council of Trent; as any one 
may read that pleaſes, But when that God, who cauſed the Light to _ 
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out of Darkneſs, was pleaſed to diſpell the Shadows of the Night, that had 
To long covered the chriſtian World, and bring on the Reformation; theſe 
popiſh Abſurdities, relating to Juſtification, were rejected among other Er- 
rors of the Mother of Harlots, And we think, Mr. Balch has not done 
Juſtice to the Britiſb Reformation, when he infinuates (p. 12, 30.) That 
they were the unreguired and uncommanded Works of the apoſtate Church, 
which our reforming Fathers had in their Eye, when they taught Juſtifi- 
cation by Faith, without Works. Tis evident that they meant the Deeds 
of the moral Law; required and commanded Works. As may be ſeen by 
reading the XIth, XIIth and XIIIth of their XXXIX Articles; which re- 
move the Confuſion and Falſhood, with which Popery had defil'd Chriſt's 
pure Doctrine, and diſtinguiſh between Juſtification and Sanctification; af- 
firming, that we are ju/ified for the Merit of Chriſt, by Faith, and that 
only; and that Good Works are ſo far from bearing any Part in our Juſtifi- 
cation, that they evermore follow after Juſtification, and are the Fruits of 
that Faith, by which we are juſtified. * 

Article XI. We are accounted righteous before God, only for the 
& Merit of our Lord and Saviour Feſus Chriſt, by Faith, and not for our 
% own Works or Deſervings. herefore, that we are juſtified by Faith 
only, is a moſt- wholſome Doctrine, and full of Comfort; as more largely 
& is expreſs'd in the Homily of Juſtification,”? | 

Article XII. Albeit that Good Works, which are the Fruits of Faith, 
& and follow after Juſtification, cannot put away our Sin, and endure 
« the Severity of God's Judgment; yet are they pleaſing and acceptable 
& to God in Chriſt, and do ſpring out neceſſarily from a true and lively 
« Faith; inſomuch that by them a lively Faith may be as evidently 
& known, as a Tree is diſcerned by the Fruit.“ 

Article XIII. Works done before the Grace of Chriſt, and the Inſpi- 
& ration of his Spirit, are not pleaſing to God; foraſmuch as they ſpring 
4 not of Faith in Jeſus Chriſt, &c.“ | | 

In this Extract from the Articles of the Engliſb Church, we not only 
ſee, that ſhe diſclaimed all Juſtification by Good Horks ; but are furniſhed 
with an Argument, why Works cannot juſtify; viz. Becauſe they have 
no Being until after Juſtification. | 2 

Let us in the next Place caſt our Eye upon the Neſiminſter- Confeſſiun; 
and ſee if the Veſiminſter-Aſſembly of Divines were not of the ſame O- 
pinion. : . | 

Chap. XI. concerning Fu/tification. ** Thoſe whom God effectually 
© calleth, them he alſo juſtifieth, not by infuſing Righteouſneſs into t hem, 
&« but by pardoning their Sins, and by accounting and accepting their 
6 Perſons as righteous ; not for any Thing wrought in them, or done by 
6e them, but for Chriſt's Sake alone; nor by imputing Faith it ſelf, the 
& Act of believing, or any other evangelical Obedience to them, as their 
„ Righteouſneſs; but by imputing the Obedience and Satisfaction of 
s Chriſt unto them ; they receiving and reſting on him, and his Righte- 

«© ouſneſs 
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« ouſneſs by Faith; which Faith they have not of themſelves, it is the 
« Gift of God. | = 
« Faith, thus receiving and reſting on Chriſt and his Righteouſneſs, is 
« the Aline Inſtrument of Juſtification ; get it is not alone in the Perſon juſti- 
c fied, but is ever accompanied with all other ſaving Graces, and is no dead 
« Faith, but worketh by Love.“ : 
Our New- England-Confeſſion of Faith is nearly the ſame, in few Words only 
differing.---Mr. Balch's Doctrine is therefore contrary to the Articles of the 
Church of England, and the Mflminfter and New- England Confeflions ; and 
conſequently ſtands condemned by them. They all agree, that no Man is 
juſtified on account of any Thing wrought in him or done by him, but by 
Chriſt's Righteouſneſs, which he receives by Faith only; tho' tbat Faith is no 
Alone in the Perſon juſtify'd. | 
And we might eaſily cite Paſſages out of the Writings of ſome of the moſt 
eminent Divines of our Country, who having wrote long ſince our Publick 
Confeſſion was agreed to, and with general Approbation, it muſt be allow'd 
an Argument of theſe Churches general Adherence to the formerly received 
Principles. We ſhall mention two Gentlemen only, remarkable ſor their 
Learning and Orthodoxy, viz. Mr. Preſident WILLARD, and Dr. CoTToN 
MATHER. The Former ef theſe, in his Lectures on the A em Catechiſm, 
expreſſes himſelf thus.---<** It is by Faith alme, that we receive this Righ- 
6 teouſneſs, and fo are juſtified : And when we ſay, that tis Faith alone that 
6 juſtifieth, it is in Oppoſition to every other Grace in us, and all the Works 
« of Holineſs and Righteouſneſs done by us. This is the only Grace, that 
© hath any Hand in the Juſtification of a Sinner before God.“ The Latter 
thus, Faith is the Inſtrument of our Juſtification, By Faith we accept 
« and apply the Rightcouſneſs of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, for our Juſtification 
© before God. Faith doth not juſtify us, as it is a Mort: No, it is 
% Infirumentally, and Relatively, and becauſe it carries us to the Rightesuſneſs 
© of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt.” See his Sermon, intitled, The everla/ting Goſpel. 
But ſome will anſwer perhaps, Our Fathers, where are they; Theſe orthodox 
Divines are in their Graves, and the preſent Generation of Seers perhaps 
think and teach otherwiſe, We hope, not ſo ; howſoever ſome Perſons may 
fear, and others wiſb. We hope, the Approvers of Mr. Balch's Sermon are 
comparatively fer. And we have not been able to read or hear the pre/entSet of 
Paſtors of our Churches repreſented as generally Arminianizing, without ſome 
Degree of Indignation. To be ſure, the printed Works of many of them 
wipe off this Reproach ; and notwithſtanding the Accuſations of this Nature, 
which have been thrown out againſt our Co/leges, it is no ſmall Pleaſure to us 
to find, that the Divinity, which is publickly Taught therein, is diametricall y 
oppolite to the Doctrine of Mr. Balch's Sermon, now under our Conſideration, 
And the preſent Reverend PRor Esso of Theology, in Harvard- College f, 
having favour'd us with the Uſe of ſome of his Manuſcripts, on this Occafion ; 
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we ſhall tranſcribe ſome Part of them, on the Subject of Fu/tification : Not 
without hope, that our thus bringing his Thoughts and Reaſonings on this 
_— to Light may be of Service to the Cauſe of Truth. | 
e Profeſſor, in his publick Lectures Anne 1740, handling the important 
Subject of Zu/tification, from Rom. III. 24, 25. Being juſtified freely by his 
Grace, through the Redemption which is in Feſus * ; whom God hath ſet forth 
to bs a Propitiation thro Faith in his Blood, to declare his Righteouſneſs for the 
Remiſſion of Sins, which are paſt, tbro the Forbearance of God :--- At length pro- 
poſeth the following Queſtion, via. Whether it be by Faith only, that we 
are juſtified ? In way of Reply to which, he ſaith,--- For the better un- 
derſtanding of this Inquiry, you muſt obſerve, 
I, “ That the Meaning of it is not, J/hether we are ſo juſtified by Faith 
& Alone, as to exclude the Grace of God, or the Redemption which is in Jeſus 
« Chrift, from a ſuperiour Influence, or Cauſality, in our Fuſtification ? For it 
« is manifeſt from my Text itſelf, that our being juſtified freely, by the Grace 
© of Gad, thro the Redemption which is in Feſus Chriſt, is very conſiſtent with 
5 our being juſtified by Faith in his Blood. And therefore the Deſign of the 
Inquiry is only, Whether there be any Thing elſe in us, beſides Faith, 
© whereby we are juſtified ? | 


n, | 

2. be Inquiry is not, Whether we are juſtified by Faith, unattended 
& by other Graces, and deſtitute of Good Works ? For it is maintain'd by the 
« Aﬀertors of Juſtification by Faith alone, that the Faith by which we are 
cc juſtified, is evermore attended with all other Graces which accompany 
Salvation, and is an active abiding Principle of Obedience to the Will of 
& (God: And that a Faith whick is not attended with other Graces, and pro- 


c ductive of Good Works, cannot profit us, being no better than the Faith of 
4 Devils. And therefore the Meaning of this Inquiry is, Whether any 


« Thing elſe in us, whether any of thoſe Graces which always accompany 
c Faith in Jeſus Chrift, or the Good Works which flow from it, have the 
« ſame Concern and Influence in our Juſtification, which Faith hath ? And, 
«6. Whether we can be ſaid to be juſtified by them, in the ſame Senſe, in which 
« we are ſaid to be juſtified by Faith? | ? 

4 Now in Anſwer to the Queſtion, thus ſtated, I muſt ſay, That it is by 

«< Faith only that we are juſtified. That there is nothing elſe in us, not inclu- 
«6. ded in the Nature of Faith, nor is there any Thing that can be done by 
« us, which can have the ſame Influence on our Juſtification, that Faith has; 
cc or by which we can be ſaid to be juſtified in the ſame Senſe, wherein we 
66 are ſaid to be juſtified by Faith. 
: Firſt, ©* There is nothing elſe in us, not included in the Nature of Faith, which 
«© hath the ſame Influence on our Juſtification, that Faith has, or by which we 
<< ean be ſaid to be juſtified in the ſame Senſe, wherein we are ſaid to be 
“ juſtiſied by Faith. | 


« For, 


44; 


( 11) 
„ For, 


1. We are never in Scripture ſaid to be juſtified by Hope or Charity, or 
<« any other Grace, as we are often ſaid to be by Faith. Now this alone is a 
e ſtrong Preſumption, that Faith hath ſome Influence on our Juſtification 
«© which is peculiar to itſelf, ſome Influence which no other Grace hath, 
2. Faith is the only Grace by which the Union between Chriſt and Be- 
& lievers is compleated on their Part. He dwelleth in our Hearts by Faith, 
« Eph. 3. 17. As Chriſt takes all whom the Father hath given him for 
« his own, that he may give to them eternal Life, and all the Bleſſings 
c preparatory to it, or comprized in it; ſo they by Faith, and not any o- 
© ther Grace, receive him in the feveral Offices he executes in order hereunto : 
« And until they thus receive him by Faith, notwithſtanding the previous 
4 Purpoſes of his Grace towards them, they do not become actually wnited 
© to him; becauſe that Conſent, in which the Union between Chriſt and 
« them is founded, is 'till then wanting on their Part. Now fince tis 
c by Faith alone that we become united to Chriſt, it muſt be by Faith alone 
& that we are juſtified. For it is our being in Feſus Chriſt, that is the Con- 
dition of his being made of God Righteouſneſs to us, 1 Cor. 1. 30. And he 
& hath made us accepted in the Beloved, Eph. 1. 6. And hath bleſſed us with 
« all ſpiritual Bee in Chriſt. | 
„ Secondly, T here it nothing which can be dime by us, tohereb we can 
« be ſaid to be juſtified in the ſame Senſe, in which we are ſaid to be juſ- 
« tified by Faith, For tho' the Faith, whereby we are juſtified, be an 
cc active abiding Principle of univerſal ſincere Obedience to the Will of 
„ (God, and fo is evermore productive of Good Works; yet theſe Good 
«« Works have not the ſame Concern in our Juſtification, which Faith 
«© hath, but this hath an Influence peculiar to itſelf. It is the only Con- 
& dition required in order to the Imputation of Chriſt's Righteouſneſs to 
© us; and fo there is nothing which can be done by us, whereby we 
«© can be ſaid to be juſtified, in the ſame Senſe wherein we are ſaid to be 
«6 juſtified by Faith: as will appear if we conſider, | | 
„ 1. That, the Influence of Faith, and of Works, on our Juſtification, are 
& frequently in Scripture oppoſed to each other. From whence we may ar- 
“ gue, that we are juſtified by Faith only, or by Works only, of by 
& Faith and Works together. Now that we are not juſtified by . Works 
& only, excluſive of Faith, is readily allow'd, even by thoſe who deny 
& our being juſtify'd by Faith alone; and that we are not juſtified by Faith 
& and Works together, as having each a like Influence, is manifeſt from the 
4 Oppolition in which the Scriptures often ſet them to one another, ſo as by 
«© the Former to exclude the Latter from the Buſineſs of our Juſtification 3 
« according to what we read, Rom. 3. 28. Therefore we conclude that a 
« Man is juſtified by Faith, without the Baud of the Law. So again, Rom. 
£6 4. 5, 6. To him that worketh not, but believeth on him that juſtifieth the Un- 
cc godly, his Faith is counted for Righteouſneſs, Even as David alſo deſcribeth 
6 the Bleſſedreſs of the Man, unto —_ the Lord imputeth Righteouſneſs, with- 
2 dul 
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«* out Works, And to mention no more, the Apoſtle ſaith in Gal. 2. 16. 
«« Knowing that a Man is not juſtified by the e 4 the Law, but by the Faith 
% Feſus Chriſt, even we have believed in Jeſus Chriſt, that we might be juſti- 
©* fied by the Faith of Jeſus Chriſt, and not by the Works of the Law. For by 
the Warks of the Law ſhall no Fleſh be juſtified. 

© Now if we are not juſtified by Works alone, nor by Faith and Works 
together, it remains that we muſt be juſtified by Faith only; that Faith 
** hath an Influence on our Juſtification peculiar to itſelf, from which there- 
„ fore Works are excluded; and that the rather, becauſe to admit Works to 
the ſame Influence with Faith, in our Juſtification, is to eſtabliſh our own 
* Righteouſneſs, and to exclude the Righteouſneſs and Grace of God, and the 
Redemption which is in Jeſus Chriſt, from the Influence and Cauſality 
„ which the Scriptures aſſign them in this Affair. Whereas, on the contrary, 
the Doctrine of Juſtification by Faith only, excludes our own Righteouſ- 
© neſs, and pays all due Honour to the Righteouſneſs and Grace of God, 
and the Redemption by Jeſus Chriſt. I proceed to ſay, | 

© 2, That we cannot be ſaid to be juſtified by Works, in the ſame Senſe 
« in which we are ſaid to be juſtified by Faith, Becauſe the Scriptures not 
„ only exclude Works in general from ſuch an Influence on our Fuſtificatien ; 
* but in particular exclude Works of the moral Law, Works performed before 
© the ceremonial Law was inſtituted, and Works done after Converſion. Here are 
«© four Things, which it may be worth while to conſider the Evidence of 
« diſtinctly. 

« 1. Then, the Scriptures exclude Works in general, of lr N Lort, 
« from ſuch an Influence on our Fuſtiſication, as they aſcribe to Faith, The 
« Truth of this is evident, not only from the Oppoſition they are frequently 
« ſet in to each other, as was obſerved under the foregoing Head; but alfo 
« becauſe the Scriptures don't only ſay, that we are not juſtified by the 
« Works of the Law, but that we are not juſtified by Ars; uling a gene- 
4% ral Term, as in Rom. 4. 5. To him that worketh not, but believeth on him 
« that juſtifieth the Ungodly, his Faith is counted for Righteouſneſs. And fo 
« Ver. 6. God imputeth Righteouſneſs, without Works, To which we may 
« add, That the Reaſon which the Scriptures frequently give for removing 
« Works from the Buſineſs of our Juſtification, is ſuch as reaches 4d Good 
« Works whatſoever ; for it is to exclude Boaſting ; as we read, Rom. 3 
« 27, Where is Boaſting then? It is excluded. By what Law? Of Works ? 
% Nay, but by the Law of Faith. So again, Rom. 4. 2, 4. / Abraham 
«© was juſtified by Works, he hath whereof to glory.---- Now to him that worketh 
« it the d not reckoned of Grace, but of Debt. Now if one great De- 
« ſign of excluding Works from ſuch à Concern in our Juſtification, as Faith 
« has, be to prevent Boaſting, then it is manifeſt that all Works whatſoever, 
«« upon which Men can pretend to value themſelves, muſt be excluded ac- 
« cording to the Reaſoning of the Scriptures. Becauſe that the better any 
« Work is in its own Nature, the more apt Men will be to value them- 


<« ſelves upon it, and glory in it. 4 44 
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« And leſt any ſhould fay, that how reaſonable ſoever this Suppoſition 
« may ſeem, yet it was not in Fact the Caſe of the Fews; to whom it may 
« be imagined that the Apoſtle had an eſpecial Reference in his Diſcourſe 
« about Juſtification ; but that they boaſted much more of their ceremonial 
„ Obſervances, than of their Obedience to the moral Law : ---- To correct 
« ſuch a Miſtake as this, you may obſerve; that the Phariſee, in his oſtenta- 
«« tious Prayer, recorded, Lat. 18. 11, 12. don't than# God only, or prin- 
«« cipally, that he gave Tithes of all that he poſſeſs'd; but that he was not 
© as other Men, Extortioners, Unjuſt, Adulteres: i, e. He was no Tranſ- 
« preſſor of the moral Law. And ſo again- we may obſerve, That in the 
very Epiſtle, wherein the Apoſtle inſiſts fo much upon Juſtification b 
« Faith, without the Deeds of the Law ; it is the moral Law chiefly, whic 
ce he charges the Jews with priding themſelves in. Rom. 2. 17, 18, 19, 20. 


* 


© Behold ( fays he) thou art called a Few, and reſteſt in the Law, and 


«© makeſt thy Boaft of God; and knoweft his Will, and approveſt the 
«« Things that are more excellent, being inſtructed out of the Law: And 
c art confident that thou thy ſelf are a Guide of the Blind, a Light to 
«« them that are in Darkneſs; an inſtructor of the Fooliſh, a Teacher of 
«© Babes: Which haſt the Form of Knowledge, and of the Truth of the 
« Law'. Now to be ſatisfied what Law this was, which the Few valued 
« himſelf ſo much upon; you need only read what follows, in Verſes, 21, 
4% 22, 23. Thou that preacheſt, a Man ſhoald not' ſteal, doſt thou fteal ? 
« "Thou that ſayeſt, a Man ſhould not commit Adultery, doſt thou commit 
« Adultery? Thou that abhorreſt Idols, doſt thou commit Sacrilege ? Thou 
c that makeſt thy Boaſt of the Law, thro' breaking the Law diſhonoureſt 
« thou God.“ It is plain, that the Jeto diſhonoured God, by breaking the 
&« ſame Law he boaſted of; and that this was not the ceremonial Law, but the 
« Moral, is evident from all the Violations of it, in which the Apoſtle in- 


« ſtances. And this brings me to ſay, 


« 2, That the Scriptures very particularly exclude Works of the moral Law, 
« from ſuch an Influence on our Fuſtification, as they aſcribe to Faith, The 
„ Truth of this, I think, will evidently appear to any Man, who ſhall read 
ce the three firſt Chapters of the Epiſtle to the Romans, with due Attention, 
% For there he will find, that it is the Law of Nature, or the moral Law, 
« which is all along ſpoken of; and that they are the Deeds of this Law, 
„ which the Apoſtle is ſo very careful to exclude from that Concern in our 
« Juſtification, which he aſcribes to Faith. It is the Law written on Men's 
% Hearts, Rom. 3. 15. The Law which forbids Theft, Adultery, and Idola- 
« try, Ver. 21, 22. The Law, by which is the Knowledge of Sin; and 


„ by which ell the World are become guilty 1 
„and no other, of which, and it's Deeds, the Apoſtle ſpeaks. 


God, Ver. 19, 20. 


And that you may not think this ſtrange, I muſt proceed to ſay, 
3. That the Scriptures exclude Works performed before the ceremonial Law 

«© was inſtituted, from an Influence on our Fuſtification, The Truth of this 
« appears from the next Chapter, where Abra is repreſented as juſtified, 


« not 
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4 not by Works, but by Faith, and that not in Circumciſion, but in Uncir- 
© cutnciſion;, Ver. 2, 9, 10. ſhall only add:: 
. That the Scriptures, in like Manner, euclude Mortis done after Con- 
„ verſion. This appears from the Caſe of David, who confeſſeth, Pal, 1 30. 
„3. and 143. 2. That no Man can ſiand before God in his own, Righteouſ- 
«© neſs ; which he might do, if his Works could juſtify him. | 
Thus Mr. Profeſſor hath, in what we have here tranſcribed from his 
Writings, ſhewed the Inconſiſtency of Mr. Balab's Sentiments with the Juſti- 
fication taught in the Soriptures 5; and we think there is no need of our, adding 
any thing further on this Head, Wee R 


And now we come, 

II. To declare our ſelves offended with the Method, in which Mr. Balch 
hath proſecuted his Deſign ; viz. By offering Violence (as we apprehend) to ſacred 
Scripture ; giving an unſcriptural,defeftive Account of juſtifying Faith; and miſ- 
repreſenting the Tenets of ſuch as think diverſly from himſelf. f 


(1.) We think it plain, that he hath forcibly ſhut the Mouth of that Ward, 
which we eſteem our Oracle, that it ſhould not condemn his Tuſtification by Warks, 
For (to paſs by many of his G//ſes on the Scriptures, which we can by no 
means approve) whereas the; Apoſtle Paul hath ſaid, Rom. 3. 25. ---That a 
Man is juſtified by Faith, without the Deeds of the Law ; Mr. Balch thinks he 
hath forever ſilenc'd this Teſtimony for Juſtification, by Faith alone, by affirm- 
ing, That the Law meant by the Apoftle, is the Ceremonial Law, not the 
Moral; and that the Deeds of the Law, are to be underſtood of the Rites and 
Ceremenies of the Moſaic or Fewiſh Diſpenſation. Now, that we may not be 
thought to wrong him in this Repreſentation ; we ſhalt tranſcribe ſome Paſ- 
ſages of his Sermon. He hath theſe Obſervations in Page 15. In order 
r therefore to our underſtanding rightly what the Apoſtle. means by Faith, 
& without the Deeds of the Lato; tis neceſſary that we ſhould take into our 
& View, the Occaſion of his Writing this Epiſtle, together with thoſe Others 
c mentioned; which was a Controverſy, which in that Day ſubſiſted in the 
| 5 Church, about the Neceſſity of Circumciſion, and of the other Jeuiſi Rites 
* and Ceremonies. There were thoſe who blended Chriſtianity and Fudaiſm 
© together, making an impure Mixture of the Law and Goſpel ; (not of chriſ- 
cc tian Faith and Obedience, as ſome have ungroundedly imagined, but of 
e the Jewiſh Law and Chriſtian Religion.) Now it was In Oppoſi- 
cc tion to this prevailing Miſtake, that the Apoſtle Paul wrote moſt of his E- 
& piſtles; and this is the true Key to a right Underſtanding. of him. Parti- 
c cularly in confronting this Error, he aſſerts the Neceſſity of Faith, and the 
«« Sufficiency of that alone in order to Salvation.“ See alſo Page 16. By 
<< the Deeds of the Law, he cannot poſſibly mean (what Libertines and Antino- 
C mians would fain have him mean) Moral Righteouſneſs, and Obedience; 

<« but he muſt intend the Jewiſh Rites and Ceremonies, And that the Apoſtle 
ce did intend by that Phraſe, Circumciſion, and the Rites and Ceremonies _ 
: 66 


do. 
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« the Fevifh Law, is evident,”---And to omit many other Sentences of the 
« ſame Import, ſee Page 18- But now if we underſtand him of the Jetiſb 
4 Rites and Ceremonies ; there is no Contradiction at all.“ And a little 
lower, „ And, by the Deeds of the Law, which he (i. e. Paul) excludes from 
„ any Influence in this Affair, intending the Rites and Ceremonies of the 
* ewiſh Law.” E ws | SOT DOD sg 

ow that this Gloſs of Mr. Balch's (let him have adopted it from whom he 
will) is a corrupt one, and a wreſting the Scripture from its genuine Senſe, 
we think is evident from what we have cited already on this Subject from Mr. 
Profeſſor's Manuſcripts, For it may be eaſily remembred how he hath obſer- 
lea collected from the three firſt Chapters of the Epiſtle to the Romans, 
« that it is the Law of Nature or Moral Law, which is all alongiſpoken of; 
6. and that they are the Deeds of this Law, which the Apoſtle Paul is ſo care- 
cc ful to exclude from that Concern in our Juſtification, which he aſcribes to 
« Faith : That the Law there ſpoken of is the Law that is written in Mens 
« Hearts, the Law which forbad T heft, Adultery and Idolatry; the Law by 
« which was the Knowledge of Sin, and by which all the World are become 
&« guilty before Ged, and no other; of which and its Deeds the Apoſtle ſpeaks.” 
And it may be added, That it is the Law, which was not made weird by Faith, 
but rather e/tabli/hed by it, Rom. 3. 31. which cannot be underſtood of the 
Ceremonial Law (for that is aboliſhed, not eſtabliſhed by Faith) but of the 
Moral, which is eſtabliſn'd by Faith, in more Senſes than one. 

But let us now conſider, how Mr, Balch ſupports his explaining of Rom. 3. 
28. as ſpeaking of the Jewiſh Rites and Ceremonies under this Phraſe, the Deed: 
of the Law. And here we find his principal 3 are two. Firſt, he 
argues from the Occaſion and Deſign of the Apoſtle's Epiſtle to the Romans 3 
and Szcandly, From the otherwiſe irreconcileable Contradiction there would be 
between the two Apoſtles Paul and James. 

Firſt, Mr. Balch inſiſts, that the Occaſion and Deſign of the Apoſile Paul's 
Epiſile to the Romans, well attended to, will make it evident, that by the Deeds 
of the Law he muſt mean the Deeds 20 the Ceremonial or Jewiſh Law. 
« The Occaſion of his Writing this Epiſtle (ſays wg =o a Controverſy, which 
cin that Day ſubſiſted in the Church, about the Neceſſity of Circumei/ion, 
cc and other Jewiſh Rites and Ceremonies. There were thoſe who blended 
« Chriftianity and Judaiſm together ; making an impure Mixture of the Law 
«© and Goſpel. --- Now it was in Oppoſition to this prevailing Miſtake, that 
<< the Apoſtle Paul wrote moſt of his Epiſtles, --- \Particularly:in confronting 
<< this Error, he aſſerts the Neceſſity of Faith, and the Sufficiency,of that alone 
dein order to Salvation.” As we have cited above under another Head, 
from the 15th Page of his Sermon, | { „ nds, age + 

Mr. Balch's Argumentation is plainly this: The Apoſtle's chief Deſign in 
his Epiſtle to the being manifeſtly to exclude the Rites of the Ceremo- 
mal Law, from a Place in chriſtian Divinity, upon a Controverſy reſpecting 
them, which had ariſen in the chriſtian Church; it is. therefore moſt likely, 
that theſe Jewiſb Ritos and Ceremonies, and none other, are the Tho 
| W 
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which under the Style of the Deeds of the Law, he would exclude from any 
Part in our 7u/tification. | 

But what if Mr. Bakh is miſtaken, in what he takes to be the Occaſion and 
Deſign of the Apoſtle Paul, in writipg moſt of his Epiſtles? We verily be- 
lieve he is miſtaken reſpecting thisEpiftle, with whichHimſelf and We are now 
principally concerned, viz. that to the Romans. For greater Juſtice (in our, 
as well as many other Men's Apprehenfion) would be' done the Apoſtle, if we 


ſhould ſay, that his great Deſign in this Epiſtle was to obviate ſuch Doc- 


trine as Mr, Balch has delivered ta the World in the Sermon now under Con- 
ſideration. And if there be need to tell what was the Occafion, let it be this: 
T be Leaven of the Scribes and Phariſees, which confiſted partly in their Doctrine 
of 7uſtification by Works, had already began to work among the Gentiles, ag 
well as Jews: And reſpecting the Church of Rame in particular, the Apoſtle 
foreſaw by the prophetick Spirit, that in a ſhort Time it would prevail to 
leaven the whale Lump ; as indeed it did, becoming no ſmall Part of her odious 


Apoſtacy, for which Chrift hath no Pleaſure in her. To juſtify which Opinion 


of ours, concerning the Occaſion and Deſign of the Apoſtle in this Epiſtle ; Mr. 
Balch knows, that many learned and judicious Interpreters Judgment might 
be produced: But we chuſe to let the Apoſtle ſpeak for himſelf. So far is 
it from Truth, which he obſerves (Page 16.) that his Opinion is juſtified from 
many Paſſages in the Epiſtle ; that we think there are many Paſlages in it that 
plainly contradi# him. For if thoſe Paſſages, taken Notice of in the three firſt 
Chapters by Mr. Profeſſor, do prove, that it is the Law of Nature or Meral 
Law, of which the Apoſtle ſpeaks in ſeveral Places; then it cannot, conſiſtent- 
ly with Truth be ſaid, that the Matter of this Epiſtle argues his Deſign to be 
only an Excluſion of the Rites and Ceremonies of the Fewih Law: Or that 
the Occaſion of his Writing was to confront the Miſtake of thoſe who would 
mingle Judaiſin and Chriſtianity, at leaſt principally ; but rather the Error of 
thoſe, who would make as impure a Mixture of Man's Obedience, with his 
Faith in applying the Righteouſneſs of Chriſt for Juſtification, If the Apoltle 
herein affirms, that Abraham was juſtified, not by Yorks, but by Faith, and 
that even in Uncircumci/ion, it is a Proof, that the Apbſtle's Deſign (in Part at 
leaſt) in this Epiſtle was to affert Juftification by Faith, in Oppoſition to 
Moral Works : Since Abraham's Juſtification by Faith, while in Uucircumciſion, 
was of a prior Date to the Ceremonial Law. So alſo, if Stealing, and Adul- 
tery, and Idolatry be Violations of the Moral Law ; then it is plain and evi- 
dent, that it is the Moral Law, which the Apoſtle hath before his Eyes, in 
the ſecond Chapter of this Epiſtle, and whereof he would ſhame. Men out of 
their vain Boaſting. And to omit a Multitude of other Paſſages to our pre- 
ſent Purpoſe ; the Apoſtle tells the Roman Believers, Chap. the 7th, Verſe the 
4th. Ye are alſo become dead to the Law by the Body of Chriſt, By which, it is 
evident, that he means the Moral, Eternal Law ; the ſame Law whoſe Recti- 
tude diſcovers the Obliquity of Men's Luſts and evil Works: For it follows 
in the yth Verſe, - Nay, I had not inotum Sin, but by the Law : I had not known 


, 


Lu, except the Law had ſaid, Thou ſhalt not covet. | "But 


* 


(17) 


e e ores WP 3F 
Secondy, Mr. Balch's principal Ar ment, whereby he would prove; th 
the Apoſtle Paul's Deeds of the Law, which he excludes from any Part in or 
Juſtification, mean the Deeds of the ceremonial Law, is, Becauſe otherwiſe there 
will be an irreconcilable Contradiftion between the Apoſtles Paul and Fames.----- 
To reconcile theſe two Apoſtles, reſpecting Faith and Works, is the-profeſſed 
Aid Gn i TOO OR OR 
Theſe wo Apoſtles having written concetning Faith and Works; the For- 
mer affirming, That a Man is juſtified by Faith, without the Deeds of the Lato; 
and the Latter, That by IVorks a Man is juſtified, and not by Faith only; Mr. 
Balch faith (and we join him in it) that theſe divinely inſpired Penmen of 
ſacred Writ muſt not by any Means be underſtood as really contradicting 
one another. | „ e 
But according to him, there is no Way of reconciling them, but by -varjing 
the Senſe in which theſe Apoſtles uſe tlie Term Law, with it's Deeds and Works. 
That it is neceſſary to conſider the Former as ſpeaking of the ceremonial} Law 
and it's Rites, and the Latter of the moral Law and it's Works, Page 18. 
« For reconciling him ( i. e. the Apoſtle Paul) with the Apoſtle James, 
« which is the Subject I am upon; this, I fay, can never be done, if we 
« ſhould ſuppoſe that by the Deeds of the Law, he intends the Deeds of 
« the moral Law. For ſo he would intend the very ſame Thing by that 
«c Phraſe, that James intends: by IYorks ; and then they would contradict 
© one another in flat Terms: Fames would fav, that a Man was juſtified 
« by I/orks together with Faith: Paul, that he was not, bur was juſtified 
« by Faith without them. James would ſay, that a Man was not juſtified 
« by Faith only; Paul, that he was. But now if we underſtand him 
& (i. e. Paul) of the Jewiſh Rites and Ceremonies, there is no Contradic- 
c«« tion.” 1 his is Mr, Baſh Opmbn;” TOTO 55 "ITN 
Nevertheleſs, for our Part, we do not in the leaſt Defpair of ' finding 
another Method of reconciling theſe holy Penmen of Scripture, and with be. 
Violence to any Part of the Word of God. We are perſwaded, that a vari- 
ous Senſe may, with much more Truth, be put upon the Term Faith, as 
it is uſed by thoſe Apoſtles. That the Faith of the Apoſtle Paul is to be un- 
derſtood of a compleat evangelical Faith, i. e. One that ſubſiſts not only in 
the Judgment, but Heart and Affections; that not only aſſents to the 
Dalirines as Truths, but embraces the Promiſes, as good Tidings; more 
eſpecially receives and depends upon the tendered Saviour, in all his Offices, 
and for all his Benefits. John 1. 12. But as nam as received him, tu them 
gove he Power to become the Sons of God, even to them that believe an his Name. 
This is the Faith whereof the Apoſtle Paul faith, That a Mian 1 juſtified by 
it, without the Deed: of the Law, i. . Tho' it never be found wirhout the 
Deeds of the Law, ſeeing it is a perpetual internal Principle of all Goo 
Works; yet theſe Good Works which flow from it, participate not with b 
in its juſtifying Influences, Very diverſe from this Faith is that of the Apoſtle 
Jones; vis, As Mr, bel timkelf hat deſrid it, * 4 me af He 
ke a e > \% # * nnen 2 ws 0 4.6 * 7g 
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to revealed Truths” ; Whieh is ſo far from juſtifying alone, that it doth not 
Juſtify at all, but rather condemn, where there is no other. 
- Now fince the two Apoſtles, Poul and James, ſpeak really of tro Things, 
tho? ane in Name; it cannot be wondred at, if an Effect be attributed to 
the One, and yet denied of the other. | 

However, ſince the Apoſtle James, not only denys any Man to be juſtified 
by Faith oniy, but alſo affirms that he is juſtified by /Yorks ; a further So- 
lution (we confeſs ) is neceſſary to the compleatly reconciling him with the 
Apoſtle Paul: And this we ſhall not put our ſelves to much Difficulty to 
find. For we are well ſatisfied, That St. Paul and St. James mean a diverſe 
Tuſlification, as well as Faith, | 2 

We are of Opinion, that when the Apoſtle Paul faith, A Man is ju/ti- 
fied by. Faith, without the Deeds of the Law : He means nothing leſs by Fu/tifi- 
cation. than that 4# F Gad's free Grace, wherein, he pardoneth all our Sins, and 
Accepteth us as righteous in his Sight, 8c, Whereas when the Apoſtle James 
affirms, That a Man is juſtified by Works ; he is rather to be underſtood of a 
manife/tative or evidential Juſtification : vis. Whereby our Juſtification in the 
Sight of God, thro' Chriſt's Righteouſneſs imputed and received by Faith, 
becomes ſatisfactorily evidenced to our own Conſciences, is in ſome Meaſure 
manifeſted to the World of Mankind in the preſent State, but more fully at 
the. Day. of the righteous Judgment of God ; when God ſhall bring every 
Work of Man upon the publick Stage; that the Sincerity of good Men's 
Faith, the Reality of their Juſtification by Grace, whilſt on Earth, and the 
ReRitude of divine Juſtice, in openly pronouncing them juſtified, may the 
more illuſtriouſly appear. Now if (as we ſaid before reſpecting Faith) St. 
Paul's Juſtification and St, James's are not the ſame, but different Things, 
there is no Cauſe why we ſhould perplex ourſelves about a Contradiction in 
their, Writings, which can be no more than imaginary. + 

Mr. Balch knows well enough, that this Solution is not our own Invention, 
but, that it hath perhaps as often been offered, as the Objection hath been 
made, The Reverend Mr. Preſident W1LLARD, above: mentioned, faith 
thus upon the Subject; „There is a twofold Juſtification, more eſpecially 
eto be taken Notice of: there is a 7u/t:fication before God, which flows from 
*. his imputing to us the Righteouſneſs of Chriſt; And there is a 7u/rficati- 
*© o before Men, and in our own Conſciences,-----As to the Latter of theſe, 
„ our Words do ſerve to our , Juſtification, which is the Thing aimed at in 
„James 2. 20, 21. But in Reſpect of the Former, it is only Faith that 
Is, concerned in it.“ And the Reverend Dr. Corron MaTHER, in 
his Everleſting Goſpel, not only agrees with Mr. //illard, in the Method 
of reconciling the two, Apoltles 3 but illuſtrates the Matter farther, by de- 
claring the different Views and Aims, which they had in writing the two 
Paſſages. The Queſtion diſcourſed by Paul is, How a guilty Perſon may 
„ come to be acquztted by the Lord from all the Guilt that lies upon him? 
% The Anſwer to this Queſtion is, Not by any. Works of our own, but 
only by the Righteouſneſs of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, which is, on our — 

: | «K 0 y 
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C only by Faith apply'd to us, ---- The Queſtioh diſcourſed by James is, 
« Whether a Man pretending to Faith' in the Righteouſneſs of the Lord 
« Jeſus Chriſt, ſhall be ſaved; tho* he continue without the Forks of an 
« holy Life agreable thereunto ? The Anſwer to this Queſtion is, No: 
« Such a Man hath no ſaving Faith at all.“ W SA 

Furthermore, Inaſmuch as the Reverend Divinity- Profeſſor bath, in his 
publick Lectures, copiouſly handled this Subject; we, upon various Ac- 
counts, chuſe to tranſcribe his Thoughts more larger. 

Now in his Attempt to reconcile St. Paul and St. James; after that he 
had conſidered, Firſt, Whether theſe two Apoſtles do not mean different 
Things, by the Deeds of the Law, and Works ; and rejected the Suppoſition; 
He proceeds, t 204 

Secondly, 

« To conſider, Whether they can be reconcil'd by the different Senſes of 
&« the Word Faith'” ? And thereto anſwers as follows. , 

4] believe it to be certain, that they uſe the Word Faith in very 
« different Senſes, And yet | 
„I believe, this won't ſerve to reconcile them. | | 
I think it certain, That the two ApoſMles uſe the Word FaiTH in very 
6s for Senſes : Or that it is 2 being the = Sort of Faith, which 
& they both ſpeak of. The Apoſtle Paul ſpeaks of Faith in Jeſus Chriſt ; now 
© this---conſiſts in a Reception of him, in all thoſe Offices of Truſt and 
% Dignity, Love and Grace, which he executes as the one Mediator be- 
« tween God and Man. It conſiſts in an hearty Conſent that he ſhould Be 
« all that to us, and Ds all that for us, which God the Father ſent him to 
<< be and to do, in order to recover us from that State of Sin and "Miſery, 
© we were plung'd into by our Apoſtacy from God. It carries in the very 
«© Nature of it, not only a Reliance on the Efficacy of Chriſt's Prieſthood ; 
„but alſo an hearty Submiſſion to him, in his Prophetick and Kingly Offices: 
© And fo cannot but be an active and effectual Principle of all holy Obe- 
s dience. Nothing ſhort of this, is the Faith ſpoken of by the Apoſtle Paul, 
<< and by which he maintains, that we are juſliſed, without the Deeds of the 
% Law: i. e. The Juſtification, and not the Faith, which he ſpeaks of, is 
© without the Deeds of the Law. The Deeds of the Moral Law, are the 
«© natural and neceſſary Fruits of the Faith concerning which he ſpeaks : But 
«© they have not the ſame Intereſt and Influence in our Juſtification, with 
«© the Principle from whence they never fail to proceed. But thus much for 
the Faith ſpoken of by the Apoſtle Paul; and this is what is called in Scrip- 
<< ture, believing in Chriſt, or on him. 5 | 

«© Whereas the Faith ſpoken of by the Apoſtle James, may rather be call'd 
<< a believing of him, than in him: For it hath no Regard to Chriſt in his 
<6 Sacerdetal or Regal, but only in his Prophetick Office, It conſiſts in a bare 
fAſſent of the Underſtanding, to the Truths delivered by Chriſt ; without 
any effeQual Influence of this Belief on our Heart and Life. It is ſuch 2 
Faith as hath not Good Works 2 from it; ſuch a Faith, as _— 
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4 the hypocritical Wiſhes of a covetous Morliling, who, when he hath the 
98 Things of this Liſe in ſtore by him, only ſaith to his needy Brother, 


«6. Be warmed and filled ; but gives him nothing but his empty Farewel-Bleſ- 


«« fing of, Depart in Peace; and is glad he can be ſo rid of him. In fine, it 
“is ſuch à Faith, as may conſiſt with the Wickedneſs of Devils, No won- 
,der then, that the Apoſtle tells us, it will not profit, and cannot ſave us. 
« And if he had ſaid only, that a Men is not juſtified by ſuch a Faith as this, 


* no Body would ever have imagined, that there was any Contrariety in his 


« Doctrine, to that of the Apoſtle Paul: But ſince he adds, that a Man is 
«6 zuftified by Works, and by them intends the ſame, which I have ſhewn un- 
c, der the preceeding Head, that the Apoſtle Paul maintains we are juſtified 
« without ; it is manifeſt, that the two Apoſtles cannot be reconcil'd by the 
« very different Senſes in which they uſe the Word Faith; unleſs they uſe 
« the Word yu/ify in different Senſes alſo, And therefore we ſhall now 
* proceed to conſider, | 7 
« Thirdly, How they differ in ihe Uſe of this Werd: And how from this 
«« Difference their Doctrines appear confiltent with each other. 
„ Now, that the Word ju/ify, is uſed in a conſiderable Variety of Senſes 


in the New-Teſtament, is evident, if we confider the Variety of Things, 


„ to which our Fu/?:fication is in different Reſpects aſcribed. Thus we are ſome- 
times ſaid to be juſtified by theGrace of Gd; as it is that which induces him 
to deal with us after ſuch a Manner. Sometimes we are ſaid to be juſtified 
cc thro* the Redemption which is in Feſus Chriſt ; as by that it is rendred con- 
<« ſiſtent with the Honour, and Laws of God, and the Ends of Government, 
eto forgive and accept ſuch ill-deſerving Creatures. Sometimes, again, we 
« are ſaid to be juſtified by Faith; as it is the Condition required by God, 
of our being intereſted in the Satisfaction and Merits of Chriſt's Obedience 
% unto Death. To Conclude, We are ſometimes, ſaid to be juſtified by our 
Mord, and ſometimes by our Moris: And the Conſideration of the Former 
© of theſe, I think will help to lead us into the Senſe in which we ought to 


-<«< underſtand the Latter. By thy Words (faith our Lord) thou ſhalt be juſtified. 
„ Matth. 12. 37. Now by this it is evident, that our Saviour cannot in- 


<< tend, that good Words juſtify us, either as the meritorious Cauſe of dur Juſ- 
cc tification; or as the Condition of our Intereſt in his Righteouſneſs, who is 
4 the meritorious Cauſe of it. For nothing is plainer from the Scriptures, 
cc than that God looketh at the Heart, and requires that we give him that: 
c And if our Heart be not right with him, and ſtedfaſt in his Covenant; he 
c efteems good Words as nothing better than flatiering him with our Mouth, 
„ and lying to him with our Tongue, P/al. 78. 36, 37- 
« And therefore, we can be ſaid to be juſtified by our Wordt, only upon 
„ two Accounts; both of which, I think, are fairly intimated by our Lord 
«© himſelf, in what he had ſaid before: Namely, | | oY 
1. „ That god Words may be a Token and Evidence of that good: Principle 
4c within, which is the Condition of our Acceptance with God, For out of 


* the Abundance of the Heart the Mouth, ſpeaketh, A good Man out of the good 
« Treaſure 
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& Treaſure of bis Heart 'bringeth forth good Things ; faith our Lord, 
abt {© / 
And, 1 | 

2. That at the Day of Judgment, Gad will make Uſe of this Evidence to 
„ manifeſt the Righteouſneſs of his Fudgment, with Reſpect to theſe whom he will 
&« then juſtify. For (faith our Lord, Verſes 36, 37.) every idle Ward that Men 
6. ſhall ſpeak, they ſhall give Account thereof in the Day of Judgment. For by 
„thy Wards thou ſhalt be juſtified ; and by thy Words thou ſhalt be condenmed. 
It will then be the Day of the Revelation of the righteous Judgment of G; 
«© and therefore tho' He himſelf, who ſearcheth the Hearts, and knoweth 
„ what is in Man, can't ſtand in Need of Signs and Evidences, to enable him 
&« to diſcern and determine what's right; yet for the Satisfaction of Men and 
4 Angels, that his Judgment is according to the Truth; he will make uſe of 
„ Evidences, and bring every Word and York into Judgment, and determine 
<< the everlaſting State of Men according to them, whether they have been 
& god, or whether they have been evil. 

«© Thus we are ſaid to be juſtified by our Mords; not as if they had a pa- 
„ rallel Influence on ourFu/tification with our Faith, or were equally with that 
« a Condition of our Intereſt in the Righteouſneſs of Chriſt ; but only as they 
% are Evidences of the Sincerity of our Faith, and will be made uſe of accord- 
e ingly by God, at the Day of Judgment: For according to a commonUſage 
« of Speech, we may be ſaid to be ju/tified by that which evidences our Cafe 
& to be good, as well as by that which makes it good. And we may doubt- 
« Jeſs with full as much Propriety be ſail to be ju/tified, when we ſhall be 
c publickly acknnoletged and acquitted by God at the Day of Judgment; as 
© when we werepardom'd and treated by him as righteous Perſons in the pre- 
c ſent Life, Now by our Fords we (hall be juſtified at the Day of Judg- 
«« ment, as they will then be produced as Evidences, that with our Hearts we 
c have believed unto Righteouſneſs. 

And that this is much theSenſe,in which theApoſtle James affirms,a Man 
&« is juſtified by Works, namely, as Evidences produced by Gad in a declarative 
« Tudgment, that his Faith was of the right Kind; is, I think, very manifeſt, 
<< from the preceeding Context: Where he ſaith, Verſe 14, 17. That a 
Faith unattended with good Yorks, will nat profit a Man, and cannot ſave 
« him, Becauſe that Faith, if it have not //or4s, is dead, being alone, To 
«© which he adds, Verſe 18. Shew me thy Faith without thy Worts; and I 
will ſhew thee my Faith by my Works. And again, Verſe 20. Wilt thou 
© know, O vain Man, that Faith without Worts, is dead? © | | 

« From all which, I think, the Deſign of the Apoſtle to be plainly this: 
«© That ſuch a Faith, as is not productive of Good Works, is not juſtifying and 
« ſaving Faith; and therefore that Warks are neceſſary to prove a Man's 
« Faith to be of the right Kind: And that a Man is ju/tified by N orte, as an 
«+ Evidence of this, in the declarative Judgment of God, appears from what 
follows in Verſe 21. Has not Abraham our Father juſtified by Warks, when 
« he had offered Iſaac his Son upon the Altar ? In which Words the Apoftle 
| © manifeſtly 
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c manifeſtly refers to that Declaration of God, concerning Abraham's Since- 
< rity, upon offering up 1/aac his Son, Gen. 22. 12. Now I know that thou 
« feareſ God, ſeeing thou haſt not witheld thy Son, thine only Son from me. This 
«© extraordinary Inſtance of Abrabam's Obedience was a demonſtrative Evi- 
dener, that his Heart was right awith Gd; and that his Faith, which pro- 
c ducedit, was of the right Kind. For it is elſewhere mention'd as a Fruit 
„ and Evidence of his Faith, Heb. 11. 17. By Faith Abraham, when he was 
4 tried, offered up Iſaac. And the Apoſtle James here faith, that in this AQ 
6c of Obedience, Faith wrought with his Works, And that this Wert ju/ltified 
< him, only as an Evidence of the Reality of the good Principle within, which 
« produc'd it, is manifeſt from the very Words of God's Declaration con- 
„ cerning it aboveſaid. | 
«« The Sum of all is, that we are juſtified by Faith, as the Condition of 
"4 our Intereſt in Chriſt's Righteouſneſs ; and we are juſtified by Works, as 
„the Evidence that our Faith in Chriſt is of the right Sort; that it is an 
«« hearty Reception of him in his prophetick and regal Offices, as well as a Re- 
«+ Hance on the Efficacy of his Prieſthood, We are juſtified in the former 
«« Senſe, whenever we ſincerely receive Chriſt in all his Offices: For then 
« we are in an Eſtate of Pardon and Favour with God. We are juſtified 
4 in the latter Senſe, whenever it appears to us from the Fruits of it, that 
4 our Faith is genuine; and whenever God ſhall be pleaſed to declare his 
% Approbation and Acceptance of us: Which he may poſſibly do upon 
« ſome extraordinary Occaſions in this Life, as in the Caſe of Abraham ; and 
„ which he certainly will do, at the Day of Judgment, when Chriſt will 
«« ſay to them on his right Hand, Come, ye Bleſſed of my Father, &c.----- For 
% was an hungred, and ye gave me Meat; thir/ly, and ye gave me Drink, &c. 
c Tt is Juſtification in the former Senſe, concerning which the Apoſtle 
6 Paul affirms, that it is by Faith, without the Deeds of the Law, It is Juſti- 
e fication in the latter Senſe, which the Apoſtle James maintains to be by 
% Works, and not by Faith only. . | | 
And now nothing can be more conſiſtent, than theſe two Things; name- 
6 ly, on the one Hand, that it ſhould not be by any other Grace, nor by 
cc good Works, but by Faith only, that we are united to CHRIST 3: upon 
„ which he is made of God Righteouſneſs to us; and yet on the other Hand, 
«© that good Horks ſhould be neceſſary to evidence the Sincerity of our Hearts, 
<< and the Genuineneſs of of our Faith, both to our own Conſciences, and to 
«© the World about us: And that for the latter of theſe Purpoſes, they ſhould 
<< be publickly produced, before Angels and Men, by our ſupream Judge, at 
e the laſt Day. - | | If? 
Thus our Readers have Mr. Profeſſor's Method of Reconciliation of St. 
Paul and St. James, reſpecting their ſuppoſed Oppolition to each other. And 
we have lately ſcen the Reverend Mr. Dickinſon reconciling the two Apoſtles 
nearly after the ſame Manner, in the 15th of his: familiar Letters lately pub- 
'Kihed, and which we bleſs God for. . 
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But Mr, Balch, it ſeems, cannot perſwade himſelf to be of this Opinion, 
i. e. That St. Fames's Juſtification is a different one from St. Paul's. He in- 
ſiſts, that it muſt be the = Juſtification ; arguing---- ' 

1. That both the Apoſtles produce the ſame Inſtances of juſtified Perſons. 
( Page 6. ) We ſuppoſe, it is the one Inftance of Abraham, which he refers 
to. (For we don't find Rahab mentioned by Paul, with this View, tho' ſhe is 
by James.) His Argumentation, if we underſtand him, is thus. Since the 
ſame Abraham is mentioned by Poul, as an Inſtance of Juſtification by Faith, 
without Works, and by James as an Example of Juſtification by Works, it 
muſt be the ſame 7u/tification, that both theſe Apoitles mean. But for our 
Part we own, that we are not ſenſible of the Force of this Argument ; nor 
ſee why the fame Perſon, whom one Ape/tle declares to have been really ju/lified 
in the Sight of God, by an Act of free Grace; may not with Propriety enough 
be affirm'd by another Apoſtle to have been declaratively and evidentially juſtified 


alſo. 


But then, : 
2. Mr. Balch objects further, that St. James uſes the Word ſaved, as 


well as juſtified. Ver. 14. Can Faith ſave bim? But what he would argue 
from this, we are utterly at a Loſs: We readily allow, that the Faith 
which the Apoſtle is here ſpeaking of ſo diſparagingly, is not a /aving Faith, 
but a fruitleſs Profeſſion and Boaſt of Faith: Neither indeed are the. Works 
which he here recommends, ju/tifying, or ſaving, unleſs relatively, or rather 
argumentatively conſider'd ; i. e. as evidential of that internal and cordial Ac- 
ceptance of Chriſt, to which Salvation doth really belong. 
1 In the ſame Page, Mr. Balch ſpeaking of St. James, ſays, „And im the 
6 Text, where he is moſt oppolite to the Apoſtle Paul, it is impoſſible to 
« underſtand him, as ſpeaking of the Juſtification'of our Faith in the Sight of 
«<< Men, and make Senſe and Truth of what he ſays.” Yea, he adds pre- 
ſently after, For according to this Interpretation it would be, I ſee then 
«© how that by Works a Man's Faith is juſtified in the Sight of Men, and not by 
& Faith only : Which beſides the Obſcurity and Barbarity of the Expreſſion, 
« would imply, that a Man's Faith might be juſtrfied in the Sight of Men, 
«© partly by his Faith, without any Fruits or Effects appearing in his Life and 
„ Converſation.” 
For our own Part, we chooſe rather to adhere to the Interpretation given 
above, viz. That the Apoſtle James ſpeaks here of a mamfe/tative or evidential 
Juſtification, i. e. whereby our Juſtification in the Sight of God becomes 
ſatisfactorily evident to our own Conſciences, and to the World, and ſhall be 
made apparent to Men and Angels at the laſt Day ; becauſe this Method of 
Expreſſion ſeems more clear, and leſs liable to Cavils. © 
However we deny not, but that fome who think perhaps not very diverſely 
from us, have expreſs'd their Thoughts, ſomething after the Manner, as Mr. 
Balch has repreſented them, ' viz. That St. James ſpeaks concerning * the 
Fuſtification of our Faith'before Men; tho? ſome of thoſe Writers go further 
and ſay, “ before God, as well as Men,”--- underſtanding the JE 
| poken 


( 24. ) 


of, to mean only theBeliever's Approbation. And by Faith only they undetſtand a 
Faith that conſiſts in naked Aſſent or meer Profeſſion ; a Faith which is alone, 
and vain, and dead.---But they and we agree well enough : For that whereby 
our Faith is manifeſted and evidenced to be ſincere or cordial (which are chiefly 
our Good Works) by the ſame are we manifeſtatively or evidentially ;u/tified ; 
Since it is by Faith that we are really ju/ified in the Sight of God. And we 
verily believe, that if Mr. Balch had taken the ſame Pains to find out the Mean- 
ing of thoſe Divines, who ſay, That St. James intends the Juſtißcation of cur 
Faith in the Sight of Men, and to ſet it in a fair Light, which he has taken to 
make it abſurd ; he would have found it conſiſtent eno* with Senſe, if not 
-with Truth alſo. Their Meaning ſeems to be no more than this, in theWords 
of Dr. Manton's Expoſition of James's Epiſtle, who is of Opinion, that << the 
Fuſtification here ſpoken of, is not ſo much of the Perſon, as of the Faith.” --- 
% Fuftified by Works, that is (ſays he) declared to be juſt, by his Yorks, beſore 
Gop ard the World,“ acquitted from Hypocriſy,””---** approved to be 
ſincere : For he is ſaid to be ju/tzfied, in the Phraſe of our Apoſtle, whoſe 
Faith appeareth to be good and right, or who is found juſt and righteous ; as 
Chriſt is ſaid to be manife/ted in the Fleſh, but juſtified in the Spirit, i. e. ap- 
proved to be God.””---He adds, And not by Faith only, i. e. not by bare 
naked Profeſſion, or dead vain Faith, ſuch as conſiſteth in a meer Aﬀent or 
empty Speculation, which is ſo far from 7u/ufying, that tis not properly Faith.“ 
---<6 A bare Profeſſion of Faith is not enough to acquit us of Hypocriſy.” 
«© ByHWorks we are before God and Men approved to have a right Faith.“ 
All this is plainly agreable to the Scope of the Apoſtle James's Diſputation in 
this Chapter. 

Another Obje&ion of Mr. Balch's againſt this Interpretation of St. James, 
not a little ſurprizeth us. It occurs in the ſame 6th Page. The Apoftle 
<« very well knew, that Fuſtification of our Faith, or of any Thing elſe meerly 
in the Sight of Men, was not a Thing of great Importance. 

And are then the having it manifeſted to our own Conſciences, and Fellow- 
Chriſtians, that we are thro? Faith pardoned of God, made accepted in and 
thro* the Beloved ; or our having him e/t;fying of us publickly before the 
World; and God's finally before Angels and Men at the great Day declaring 
and pronouncing us juſtified by Faith, & producing our good Works as Evidences, 
to vindicate our Sincerity and his Juſtice ; are theſe (we ſay) Things of trifling 
Momeat, and unworthy to be treated of by an Apoſtle ?---And yet this is 
what they mean, who inſiſt that St. James ſpeaks concerning the Fu/tification 
of our Faith before Men. ? | | 


We now proceed, HET | 
II. To complain of Mr. Balch's not having given us the true ſcriptural 
Account of Faith, in his Sermon, and that either as ju/tefying or as ſanctiſying. 

They, who affirm, that a Man is ju/tified by Faith alone, ſuppoſe, that in the 
Do&rine of Faith, there is to be conſidered, not only the ſpeculative Appro- 
bitioa of the Judgment, concerning the Saviour; but an Act of the Mill alſo, 

in 
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in which, by the ſpecial powerful Operation of-the . gracious Spirit, the Man 
cordially accepts, conſents to, and depends upon this Saviour, in all his media- 
torial Offices, and for all his ing ears More eſpecially, eng nd ; 
loathing bir own, Righteouſneſs 35 filthy Rags, be hath his Eye upon and 
in Chrift"s Rightoonſmeſs for 1 before God, They think, that he 
Redeemer's Righteouſneſs muſt be- made their's, by ſome Way or other ; and 
this, they think, on their Part, can be only * hearty Acceptance and De- 
pendance. And they take it amiſs that Mr. Balch, when treating on the 
Subject of Faith, hath, in a great Meaſure, diveſted it of its very Nature, 
Beauty and Influence ; making it to ſubſiſt either in pure Speculation, “ A 
meer naked Aſſent to revealed Truths; or in Speculation joined with Works, 
«© Faith joined with the Fruits of Faith, and ©** The Obedience of Faith.“ 
For tho' he ſometimes ſpeaks concerning the Neceſſity of Man's Wills con- 
ſenting to Chriſt, yet this and ſome other Sentences of the like Import, do 
plainly, by the, Context, relate to Chriſt, only as a King, to denote that we 
muſt be governed by his Precepts, Page q. And we have unwillingly overlook'd 
it, if there be any Declaration in his Sermon, of the neceſſity of our hearty 
Acceptance and Dependance on Chriſt's Righteouſneſs imputed to us for Juſtifi- 
cation before God; or any Sentence wherein ſuch Doctrine is imported. 
Mr. Balch hath in his Writings, with which we are concern'd, ſometimes 

made Uſe of Dr. ManTon's Judgment; we alſo having a great Eſteem of 
that Author, do beg Leave to offer ſome few Sentences from him, relating 
to Man's Juſtification by :mputed Righteouſneſs, received and made ours b 
ha uniting us to him, who is the Fountain of Righteouſneſs, Vol. Ul. 

age 133. | | 

„„ There-is no having this Righteouſneſs from CHRIST, but Imputation, 
.- For 2 is fad to be made Ae 1 Cor. ** Righte- 
„ ouſneſs is ſaid to be imputed without Works, Rom. 4. 6. And Faith is 
<< . imputed for Righteouſneſs, Rom. 4. 22.:---To clear the Propoſition. It 
<< muſt be by /mputation, (1) Becauſe this Righteouſneſs muſt be in, Juſti- 
< ficato, in the juſtified Perſon. This Righteouſneſs muſt one Way or other 
. © belong to the Perſon juſtified ; otherwiſe the Lord cannot look upon us as 
% righteous,, The Man was caſt out, that had not on him the Wedding Gar- 
Fs. ment, Matth. 22. 11, 12, 13. Now by Infu/ion it cannot be; all inbe- 
rent Righteouſneſs being imperfe& : Th efore_it muſt be by Imputation. 
55 (2) Conſider what Inputation is. To impute is to reckon a Thing to qur. 
« Score and Account; and thoſe Things are ſaid to be, imputed to us, which 
«© are accounted ours, to all | 


| Intents and urpoſes, as if they were our own. 
No in this Senſe our Sing were imputed to Chriſt, and Chriſt's Righteouſ- 
is. inpues to us The \poſtle makes the Parallel, 2 Cor. 5. 21. For be 
de hath: made him. to be, Sin for. us, who knew no Sin ; that we might be made the 
{ Righteouſneſs of God in him,------ There is no Imputation, but by Union., All 


C L 


*+ Intereſt is founded in Union; Gal. 3. 27. 4s many of you as have been be- 
F* tized into Chriſt, have put on 22 All his Marte ad Satisfaction are 
“ theirs, as if NED 


Lin their own Perſons, 1 Cor. 1. 3t. Of bim are 
D. ee 
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& % in Chriſt Feſus, hi of Gil fs made wit us THR(Hem, am Rightvonſne 
ec ond Pa Bw and 21 ion. We are intereſted in all, — ate fs 
& him: By being one with Chrift, we. put him on. There # a6 Den, but 
& by Faith.---Rom., 10. 10. With the Heart Man believe um NI bub fn. 
tc It is the Ordination of God, that this Grace ſhould #jte us to Chrift, and 
© ſo give us a Right to all that is in Chriſt. Thus he. 7 

And now if any one can ſhew us this Imputatio of Chriſt's Righteoumeſs to 
us, this Union to Chriſt, whereby his Righteouſneſs becomes imputed or ac- 
counted to us, or that Faith in Chriſt whereby fuch an Union can be made, 
* 'Balch's Sermon, we will readily acknowledge, that we baye miſtaken 
Furthermore, another bleſſed Operation of Faith is, that it ſancbiftes, i. e. it 
is an internal Inftrument of this in theHand of the HolySpirit'; a graciousPrin- 
ciple within the Man, whereby he denies Ungodlineſs and worldly Luſts, and 
ves ſoberly, righteouſly and godly. For it is the clofing Act on Man's Part, 
whereby his Soul becomes united to Chtiſt, and partakes of his gracious Ful- 
neſs. Hence thoſe Paſſages, Acts 5. 9. --- Purifying their Hearts 'by Faith. 
2 Cor: 5. 17. Therefore if any Man be in Chriſt, he it u new Criaturr; vl 
Things are paſſed away, behold, all Things are become new. Gel. 2. 20. Tam 
crucified with Chriſt ; nevertheleſs I live, yet not I, but Chriſt liveth in me; and the 
| Life which I now live in the Hleſb, I live by the Paith of the Sm of Ged. 

But now where ſhall we find ſuch a Faith as this, in Mr. Belch's Perfor- 
mance? To be ſure, not ſuch is his Faith in the large Senſe (as he calls it) 
i. Ee. A meer naked Aſſent to revealed Truths, and Ir its jrined together ; or Faith 
with the Fruits of Faith, To ſuppoſe this, would be to confound thePrinerple 
and Practice one with another : Chriſtiauiiy, as he calls it, Wolild'be the Prin- 

iple'of itſelf ; and yet would alſg be the Nur. But himſelf eafeth us of the 

rouble of much Enquity in the Caſe, by declaping that hn Fgjth in the ſtrics 
Senſe, i. e. 4 meer naked Aon i revealed Truths, is What'he accounts the in- 
ternal Root and Principle of albthat Goſpel- Obedience and Chriſtian Practice, 
which he and we contend for. See Pa e 30. „ Theſe are both, my Bre- 
ee thren, eſſential Parts of Chriſtianfty, 'Faith and Pradrice: Let us not, under 
<< .Pretence of èxalting one, decry the other. Withbat all Controverſy, Faith 
de is a moſt drone and heavenly Thin z, and Was the Preference, as It is tie Noot 
& and Principle of the other. And yet in regard that Practice is the Bud to 
<5 which it is delighed, Faith Is very fitly ſaid to de Maut per fer byWerks (; and 
«© js juſtly eſteemed altogether uſeleſs and inſignificant without them. 
To any one who reads ann h, and compares it with mary other 
Paſſages of his Sermon, we think it s pla N Fuß, as it here 
ſtands in Oppdſition to Pratzice, is the fame Which kN er na ked 
¶ Gent to revealed "Truths, and] We hale SHOW that it may be pöſte fed" by very 
bad Men and even Devils. Vet this metr naked , is Faith"6f za Men 
and Devils, is ( it ſeems ) a me/t divine and heavenly Thing * Which Clauſes ho 
far they are conſiſtent, we leave at preſent, Nor. are we Very well fatisfied in 
Mr. Balch's making this Faith, which bad Men or Devik are capable of, tlie 


Root 
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Root and Principle of cbri lian Pradtice. As to dhe Word, Rwt, inalmuch 33 it 
is uſed but figuratively, we ſhall not ſay much: However, ſince the known 
Office of the Ropt is to convey. all neceflary Juices from the Earth to the ſe- 
veral Parts of the Tree, for it's Growth and Fertility; and this meer naked, 
and dead Aſſent to revealed Truths, bath no analogous, Influence on the Man 
that is the Subject of it, we think Mr. Balch not. very apy in his Adetaphor. 
But what doth be mean, when he calls it a Principle of chriſtian Practice? 
he DET A is ſomething within the Man, actually inclining him to live 
and act as a; Chriſtian ; or ſomething which the divine Spirit, when and where 
he pleaſes, makesUſe of, in bringing Wega gar ? One wouly be 
apt to conclude, he meant in the former Senſe, fince he ſaith, it is a divine 
heavenly Thing: Only then it would follow, that, ai ho had this meer naked 
Aſſent to revealed Truths, would be wraught ugon to become real Chriſtians, 
Which he don't believe: And on the other Hand, if he maans, That it is an 
unactive, ineffectual Principle, which, lies dermint, and without Fruit, until 
another ſupornatural Frinciple, of greater Effcacy, be, inſuſed from above, to 
ſet it to work, we think it very improperly call'd a. Principle. 8 


- 


Alfter all, we readily grant, that there is loch a Faith, as Mr, Balch ſpeaks 
of, via. A meer naked Aſſent to revealed Truths: A Faith, which being 
without Works, is dead. But at the ſame Time, we maintain, that it is a 
1 rather fimilar to Faith, than Faith itſelf; the, Image gf. u, As Al 
e Reality. For the meer naked Aſent is rather an fect of Kducation, Ex- 
Pete and meer moral Reaſoning, than ſounded an an Argcbentan of Ve 
ertty..: And yet all theological Faith, as it hath divine Revelatiqn for it's 
Object, ſo it hath God's Truth for a Motive and Security. And we. utterly 
deny that Faith of Aſſent ( meer naked A ent) to be the Rast and Principle of 
of Goſpel-Holineſs and Obedience; however God may make, Uſe of it, in his 
Working true Faith, in the Hearts of his Elecem. dd 17 Wien 
We dleb God, we are from the Seriptures inſormpd of a beiter Faith, than 
the Sermon before us (for what we can ſee ) has deſcribed: When God is 
about to execute his eternal Purpoſes, of juſtifying and ſanctiſying any of 
thoſe Ve/els of Mercy, whom he hath ordained-to Glory, he commands the Light 
to, ſhine: into thoſe Minds, Which the God ef this World hath blinded and 
darkened; to ſhine into them; after ſuch a Manner, as fully to c,. ine them 
of the Reality of all the Truths of. Revelation, from the Iyfallikility and Verity 
of the Mouth that ſpake them: And at the ſame Time that the Sinner's Eyes 
are opened to ſee the certainty of theſe Truths, be has alſo the Neceſſity, Im- 
portance, and Happineſs, of the good Things offered in the Goſpel, made to ap- 
pear to him in ſo ſtreng and convincing a Light, that by divine Co- operation 
therewith, his Heart with it's Affections is won to love, chuſe and embrace 
them. He not only in way of A/ent owns-' Chriſt's Right; ſaying, Rabbr, 
Thou art the Son of God, thou art 'the King of Waals but in way of full free 
Conſent, Truſt and Dependance, cries out to him, My Lord, and my Gad. Such 
a Faith as this, by acceptingChriſt & depending on him, makes him in all his Of- 
fices, and with all his Benefits, ours, 5 particular, it makeshim our danmdiſcation, 
Wh 2 - 


i. e. 


(28) 
i. ec. it res him to dwell in us by his pirit, with his enlightening and fanc- 
tiffing Influences; and ſo is an univerſal, perpetual and effe Principle 
within us, whence all thoſe Fruits of Righteouſneſs proceed, which thro* Jeſus 
1 Cbriſt are to the Praiſe and Glory of God. Jahn 15. 4, 5. © Abide in me, 
ik © andT in you. As the Branch cannot bear Fruit of itſelf, except it abide in 
the Vine: No more can ye, except ye abide in me, I am the Vine, and 
© ye are the Branches: He that abideth in me, and I in him, the ſame bringeth 
© forth much Fruit; for without me ye can do nothing.” And Rom, 7. 4. 
© That ye ſhould be married to another, even to him who is raiſed from the 
Dead, that we ſhould bring forth Fruit unto God.. 


III. We come at length to complain of Mr. Balch, as Miſrepreſenting (in 
our Apprehenſion) the Tenets of ſuch as think diverſely from him in this Point, 
viz. who think Men to be juftified by Faith alone, excluſively of the Works of 
the Moral Law from the Office of juſtifying.” And that our Readers may ſee 
that we complain not without Cauſe, they are deſired to take Notice, That 
He having in his Sermon given an unſcriptural, defective Account of Faith (as 
hath been ſhewed*above) is pleaſed to impoſe upon us one of his Kinds of 
Faith, as aur ju/tifying Faith; and then to diſpute againft that Faith, as inſuffi- 
cient alone to juſtify. Mr. Balch knows well eno', that we whom he diſſents 
from in his Sermon, acknowledge a wo: fo/d Notion of Faith, ſpoken of in the 
Scriptures.” The one, a meer 'naked Aſent to revealed Truths, as himſelf calls it: 
The other a cordial Entertainment of the Truth as it is in Jeſus ; a receiving 
the Truth in the Love of it, particularly reſpecting Chriſt and the —_— in 
him; an hearty Reception of the Goſpel-Saviour, in all his mediatorial Offices, 
with Tru/t and Confidence in him; by which Reception, we are ſo far united to 
Him, that we not only partake of his ju/?;fying Righteou i but alſo have him 
living in us by his Spirit, as a Fountain of ſan##rfying Influences, whereby we 
= are diſpos'd and enabled to all holy Obedience and good Works: Mr., Balch 
(we ſay) knows this to be our Opinion concerning Faith; and that it's Faith 
in the latter Notion of it, which we intend, when we affirm that it alone juſtiſfes; 
inaſmuch as the Obedience (or Good Works) which it produceth, has (in our 
thought) no Influence in the Affair of a Sinner's being abſolved from the Curſe 
of the Law ; tho? we confeſs, at the ſame Time, it has the Power of an 
Evidence in the Caſe of a Believer*s being approved as an Heir of the Bleffing of 
the Goſpel. | | 99 75 

In order therefore to his treating us fairly, and as one that contended for the 
Truth ; he ought to have proved, either that this our Notion of Faith is un- 
ſeriptural and erroneous, or that ſuch a Faith is inſufficient to Juſtiſcatian. 

- Whereas, far otherwiſe, Mr. Balch ranging his Thoughts in a very diverſe 
Method, and making a double Faith alſo, the one @ meer naked A ſent to re- 
vealed Truths, the other this naked Aſſent and Works joined together ; will yet 
needs have it, that we, who tho' we allow Works, as neceſſary Effects, to flow 
from Faith, yet aſſert Faith only to juſtify, muſt mean his meer naked Aſſent to 


revealed Truths, and ſo build our Juſtification on this miſerable F ye" 
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And this, notwithſtahding that Perſons of much lefs Penetration than he, can 
eaſily diftinguiſh between our being juſtified ale by Faith, and by a Faith 
which is alone. F And altho' he cannot be ignorant, that it is maintain'd 
. « by the Aſſertors of Juftification by Fal TH ALoNE, that the Faith by 
«© which we are juſtified, is evermore attended with all other Graces, . which 
« accompany Salvation; and that it is an active abidingPrinciple of Obedience 
C to the Will of God &c. as above: Notwithflanding all this, a Suppo- 

ſition, that we place Juſtification in this meer naked Aſſent, &c. is the Shadow 
with which Mr. Balch fights, throughout his Sermon, And in Conſequence 
of this Set of Principles, which he injurioufly fathers upon us, he ;implicitly 
reckons us with Antmomians and Libertines, who ſhut chriſtian Morality out of 
their Divinity; arguing againſt us all along, as if conflicting with thoſe execra- 
ble Sects of Men, and vindicating himſelf as one that ſuffer'd in his Reputation, 
for pleading the Cauſe of Go/pel-Obedience. | 
That it may appear, we do not wrong Mr. Balch, in this our Remark upon 
his Repreſentations and Reaſonings, we ſhall recite a few Sentences from his 
Diſcourſe. Thus, Page 15th, ſpeaking concerning the Apoſtle Paul's Paſſage 
in Rom. 3. 28. he faith thus, He aſſerts the Neeeflity of Faith, and the 
«« Sufficiency of that alone, in order to Salvation, But then, methinks, we 
«© may eaſily apprehend, that by Faith, when thus uſed, he muſt needs intend 
« Chri/tianity ; not only a believing, but a conforming our ſelves to the. Goſpel 
« of Chrift ; ---not only an Aﬀent to the Doctrines, and confiding in the 
« Promiſes ; but alſo a Conſent to be govern'd by the Rules and Precepts of 
« the ſame A living well, as well as looking for the bleſſed Hope, and truft- 
« ing in the Mercy of God, thro* the Merits of Chriſt, for eternal Happineſs. 
« And if ſo, then by the Deeds of the Law, he cannot poſſibly mean (what 
Libertines and Antinomians would fain have him to mean) Maral Righteouſ- 
« neſs and Obedience; but he muſt intend the Fewi/h Rites and Ceremonies **; 
Had Mr. Balch diſtinguiſh'd here, and ſaid, That Libertines and Antinomians 
abuſe the Interpretation, which we put upon St. Paul's Words, to- wicked 
Error and Licentiouſneſs ; it would have been, tho' altogether impertinent to 
his Purpoſe, yet a true Obſervation, and we ſhould not have complain'd : But 
as his Words now ſtand, we can interpret kim no otherwiſe, than as meaning 
that they are Libertines and Antinomians, who would fain have the Apoſtle in- 
tend, T hat a Man ts. juſtified by Faith, without the Deeds of the Moral Law. 
And this injurious Repreſentation is ſtronger yet, in the following Paſſage, 
Page 20th, But can the Scriptures teach (can they be ſuppoſed to teach) 
& that relying on the Mercy of God and the Merits of Chriſt for Salvation, is 
© all that God requires of us ? Can it be made the only Condition of Happi- 
«© neſs, that we fondly and certainly pet and depend upon it? Can it be made 
«© the Deſign of the Revelation God hath given us, to diſſilve the Obligations 


+ Obj, Fider ergo juſtificaret, fi ſola ſet, fine Dileftione, Tc. Reſp, Non 
8 Oculi ſoli vident ; at non uident, ſi ſoli ſint, & & cepite revulfe. 
are ? . f 
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ce of natural Religion: And the End of our Saviodr's appeating be, net to rake 
„ away Sm, and defroy the Works of the; Devil ; but to ſet Men down ealy in 


<< diſpleaſing their Maker on that Account? The great Subject which Mr, 
Balch inſiſts upon in this Sermon, is, That Goſpel Obedience or Good Works have 
a Part in Man' Juſtification; in Oppoſition to thoſe who think that the Scrip- 
tures, and more eſpecially St. Paul's Epiſtles, aſſert our Juſtification by Faith, 
without theſe Moral Works. And therefore, either theſe Expoſtulations of his 
are all foreign to his Purpoſe (which can't be ſuppoſed in a Gentleman of. ſo 
 muchConnexion of Thought as Mr. Balch is) or elſe their Intent is to inſinuate, 
That ſuch as affirm Fu/tification by Faith, without the-concurring Influence of 
the Works of the Moral Law, are guilty of all the black Things contained: in 
thofe Interrogatories, viz. ++ Making divine Revelation to diſſolve the Obliga- 
tions of natural Religion, denying that ourSaviour appeared to deſtroy the Works 
of the Devil; and making it the End of his Coming to ſet Men down eafy in 
their Sim, and fo leave them to ſerve the Devil, without the leaſt Fear of diſ- 
pleafing their Maker.“ Th J '1 

To the ſame Purpoſe, we read him Page 24th, This is certainly one of 
ce the greateſt Indignities offered to the Goſpel of our Saviour, That becauſe 
<< there are ſeveral Paſſages in it, which ſpeak with Contempt of the Jewiſh 
4 Rites and Ceremonies, when Men were fond of them, after they were abo- 
6 liſhed 3 and which blame thoſe who adhered to them, after God had ap- 
6&6 pointed and revealed a new Way of ſerving him and obtaining his Favour 3 
<< therefore to think, that Chriſtian Obedience may be treated in the ſame Man- 
<< ner, and that thoſe who adhere to the Goſpel of Chriſt, and contend for a 
<& ſincere Conformity to the Precepts, are alike faulty Self- Juſticiaries. All 
this alſo is founded on the ſame unaccountable Suppoſition, viz. That all they 
who call Men faulty Self-Fufticiaries, on their expecting to be ju/tified for their 
Obedience ; do beſtow the ſame odious Terms on thoſe who are conſcientious to 
yield Obedience. 

Again, Page 25. Vet if a Man talks of Obedience, and pleads the Ne- 
* ceflity of a Good Life; he is immediately going about to eſtabliſh his own 
20 Righteouſneſs, or is ſeeking for Juſtification as it were by the Morks of the l . 
We heartily acknowledge the Neceſſity of Obedience and a Good Life z and. 
if Mr. Balch ſhould talk and preach ever ſo often and warmly for them, yea, 
if he ſhould affirm conſtantly, that they who have believed in God, ſbould be careful 
to maintain Good Horks, we ſhould not be offended at him: But if he make this 
Obedience or Good Works a Condition of our receiving Chriſt's Righteouſ- 
neſs for Juſtification, we will not clear him of going about to eſtabliſh his own 
Righteouſneſt; or ſeeking for Fuſtification as it were by the Works of the Lau. 
Furthermore, at the Bottom of the Page laſt mention'd, he ſays, Cet- 
<< tainly ſuch may be thought (and eannot but be thought) to-have a very. 
tec great Degree of Enmity to Good Works, who will venture thus to load 
«© them with Diſgrace, at the Expence of ſuch a profane Abuſe of the Scrip- 
„ture.“ But who ace they, that manifeſt ſuch an Enmity to — 
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„ their Sms; and fo leaue them to ſerve the Devil, without the leaſt fear ef 
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Why, they who will not allow them a Place in Man's Juſtification, tho“ they at 
the ſame Time plead the Neceflity of them, as much as Mr. Balch doth. And 
who are the — dbuſers of the Scripture? Why, they who do not under- 
ftand the Apoſtle in Ram. 3. 28, and other Places, as excluding only theFerpi/b 
Rites and Ceremonies (as himſelf underſtands him) but apprehend him as ſhutting 
out Moral Works too, from any Share in our Juſtification. . That theſe are the 
Perfons whom he finds Enemies to GoodWorks, and profane Abuſers of the'Scrip- 
ture, any one may ſee, that reads what goes before in bis Diſcourſe. .: Re- 
ſpecting himfelf, we chearfully abate the Word Profane,: yet take the Liberty 
of ſaying, that, who hath abuſed ſome Parts of the Sctipture, more eſpecially 
thoſe-two Texts of it, which ſtand in the Front of his Sermon, we believe bis 
Readers need not go far to find. N ci ed mt xmieted 

Once more, Page 30. Let as not then be drawn into the leaſt Contempt 
<. .of Good Ar, how bitterly. and vehemently. foever any may decry them, 


and us upon that Account: But let us ill ſhew..our Faith. by our Works, 


«and challenge Our Adver ſaries to ſhew (if they can) theirs without them,” We 
are not thoſe Adverſaries that ever yet thought or ſpake contemptuouſly of 
Good Works: S0 much greater Friends are we to Good Works, than Mr. 
Balch, that in-our Divinity we provide and acknowledge a Principle, whence 
they may flow ; whereas he owns no ſuch Thing. But in teſpect of Juſtifi- 
cation, ve do indeed think of them with Contempt, leſt we ſhould put Con- 
tempt upon n and the Redemption which is in Jeſus Chriſt. © 
After all, to do Juſtice to Mr. Balch ; we confeſs our forrowful Appreben- 


ſion, that there is but too much ground in general for the Complaint in ſeveral 
Places of his Sermon; That many orthodox and faichful Miniſters, meerly. for 
Preaching up Chriſt .in his Regal Office, demanding of their Heaters Obedience 
to his Laws, and inſiſting that they who pretend to be Believers, ſhould few 
their Faith by their Works, have ſuffered the unjuſt Reproach of LegalPreachers. 
And this pe thaps more in me las Times, than before, However, that this is all, 
that they who in / theſe Times are branded and-Rigmatiz'd for Legal Preacher 
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2 Secemuly, We. pròceed to take Notice af 
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with Relation to Doctrines delivered in the Sermon which we have already re- 
mark'd upon, and compare his Eaplicatiom therewith, | 1 4 


I. The Article which he firſt rehearſeth and defendeth, is this, „ Cam- 

«© ion with God conſiſts in receiving Bleſſings and returning T hanks.”. 
Concerning which we would ſay, . | 

1. That if this Deſcription of Communion with God, be conſider'd as it 
ſtands, we think it defeZFive ; it being not ſufficiently diſtinguiſbad. Here's 
nothing determining the Nature of the Bleflings received, or diſcovering the 
internal Principle and Frame from and with which the Thanks are returned. 
And yet Cemmunion with God is underſtood of a gracious Intercourſe, Here's 
nothing in theDeſcription, that forbids the Reader's underſtanding Communion 

ith God to conſiſt, on the one Hand, in a meer Participation in the com- 
mon Favours of his Providence, Food, Raiment, &c ; and on the other Side, 
in the bare Opus Operatum, the meer outward Performance of the Duty of 
Thankſgiving, without any Grace in the Heart: Which is indeed the Method 
of Duty praQtis'd in the Remiſh Church, to ſay ſo many Prayers, do ſo many 
Alms, c. without any Regard what Part the Soul acts in the Work. Wicked 
Men may enjoy ſuch a Communion with God, as well as good Ones. They 
receive „Vine, and Oyl from him, and they alſo can draw near him with 
their Mouth, and honaur him with their Lips ; and yet 'tis paſt all diſpute, that 
God can have no Communion properly with ſuch as are unreconciled, and 
unconformed to him. 

But then, 

2. Mr. Balch will reply, that he hath ſo explain'd this his Deſcription of 
Communion with God, as to obviate theſeObjections. He lets us know, that 
he hath occaſionally ſaid, That Communion with God intends a gracious 
tc Intercourſe or Commerce between him and his finful Creatures here on the 
% Earth.” Again, he denies that wicked Men have Communion with God. 
Yea, he acknowledges the neceſſary Operations of the Holy Spirit in this Com- 
munion : And plainly makes ſpiritual gracious Bleſſings, to be the Bleſſings 
received. When God by his Spirit, accompanying the Word, enlightens, 
< fanctifies, and comforts a Believer ; and the Believer, in return, fears, 
©. loves, and rejoices in God, and ſets himſelf to ſerve: and honour him, by; a 
cc faithful and zealous Diſcharge of his Duty; ſuch an one may be ſaid to 
cc walk with God, or to lead a Life of holy Communion with him.“ We 
have nating to ſay againſt this his — ———— we can't 

4 That Me. Balch doth not abſolutely deny his having deſcribed; Com- 
munion with God, in the Terms of the Charge. 

One would be ready to think him Conceeding it. I ſhall ſay but little 
-& to this, how heinous ſoever it may appear in ſome People's Eyes. If I have 
«© taught no more than this of Communion with God.“ Now if Mr. Balch 
did fuffer fo defeRive a Deſcription to drop from him at any Time; we 
thin he can't in Reaſon wonder, that any intelligent Hearer ſhould diſlike it, 
'uhtil his Explication came. 2. We 
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* 
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2. We are ſorry to ſee, that however Mr. Balch; hath at length explain d 
himſelf more ſatisfactorily upon Communion with God yet this Explication 
is accompanied with ſo much Juſtification of the Terms of his old defectiv 
Deſcription. He ſeems loth to give it up at laſt. Which Fondneſs of his for 
it gives farther Reaſon to think, that it was his own real Siri, 1 
e ſhall ſay but little to this, how heinous, ſoever, it may ſeem in ſome, People's 
Eyes: It ſeems to me, that if I have taught na more. than this, of Communion 
„ with God; it is more, howe ver, than thoſewha, find Fault with it, þ 
„ underſtood.*”* Hence alſo to juſtify himſelf, in deſcribing Communiqn wit 
God, as he is charg'd with doing, he cites Dr. Manton as agreeing with him in 
the Deſcription; According to Dr. Aanton, it conſiſts in Donatives ang 
Duties, i, e. (if I underſtand him right), in Gifts and Bleſſings by God 
e beſtowed upon us, & Duties by us performed to him.“ Now if we have found 
the Place in Dr. MAanton, which Mr. Balch refers to, vis. bis Sermon on Cant. 
I. 12. there is ſomething of Unfairneſs in the Citation: For the Doctor doth 
not ſay, That Communion with God conſiſts in Donatives and Duties, 
as Mr, Balch has repreſented him ; but that “ in all Acts of Communion 
& with God, [there is an Interchange of Donatives and Duties,” How much 
this latter differs from the former, we leaye to the Judgment of our Readers. 
If Mr. Balch had look'd a few Lines farther into the Doctor's Sermon, he 
would have. found - what. much better agrees with his own ſecondary, Deſcrip- 
tion, than his primary. All Communion, muſt needs be mutual, and con- 
ſiſts in Acts of Grace from Chriſt to us, and Acts of Love from us to him.“ 
12 7 2 tie; Ao yormuoh tid <4 . 
Mr, Balch goes on, „ tn na p21 . 
II. The next Thing I am charg'd with, is ſaying, That there was no 
<< need of applying the Blood of. Chriſt for our cleanſing,” The utmoſt Oc- 
<« caſion I ever gave for which foul Aſperſion, was only this; that apprehen- 
ding one ſpeaking of the Bleed of Chrift, to underſtand it in the groſs literal 
«© Senſe, I told him, he did not ſeem to underſtand himſelf; it was not the 
« material Blocd of Chriſt, taken in that groſs Senſe, that would cleanſe the 
“Heart, or purge away Sin; that by the Blood: of Chriſi, when uſed in ſuch 
<<, a/Manner, we were to underſtand the Vertue and Merit of his Death, and 
* the Efficacy of that pure and holy. Doctrins, which he ratified thereby. 
If Mr. Balch was ſenſible, that any of his Flock had imbib'd ſo dark and 
groſs a Conception of divine Things as this; we think he did well thus to 
correct and inſtruct them: And if what he hath here ſaid, be the whole Truth, 
relating to that Affair, we think, his Complainants have accus'd him, in aCaſe 
wherein he did not deſerve it.. L 
Mr. Baleb goes on in wiping off the Charge, by ſaying, . And J can chear- 
de fully Appeal to my conſtant Hearers, and to all that know me, whether it 
js poſſible that this Article ſhould be true in any other Senſe. It never en- 
„ tred into my Heart. TI know. that there is no other Name given under 
„Heaven among Men, hut- the Name of Chriſt, whereby we muft or can 
be ſaved,” But he will nevertheleſs ſuffer us to ſay, qhat there pave been 
| 0 | E Perſons, 
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Perſons, who ſpake as hondurably and ſtrongly of Chriſt's Name and Merits 
as himſeif doth; acknowledging alſo with him, that there is no other Name 
than that of Jeſus, whereby Salvation can be obtained; and yet have made a 
Jeſt of the Application of thoſe Merits ; i. e. the particular Application of them 
to the Perſon to be juſtified, which is performed on God's Part by Impuration, 
and on Man's Part by the Acceptance of Faith. - Now the? we do not accuſe 
Mr. Bach, as guilty according to the Charge of the Artiele ; yet we heartily 
wiſh he had in his other Writings, eſpecially the Sermon above conſidered, 
made Proviſion of a ſuitable and ſufficient Method of applying the Merits of 
Chriſt's Blood. (For we think his Faith will utterly fail of performing this 
Office.) Had he done this, it would much more effectually have filenc'd his 
Actuſets, and vindicated his Reputation, than all his Affirmations and Nega- 
tions to that End will do.----- We with alfo he had explain'd himſelf clearly as 
to * the Virtue and Merit of Chriſt's Death, and theEfficacy- of his Docrine, 
how he underſtands them, and how he diſtinguiſhes between them. 


The next Article is, 
III. That Paul was a goed Man before he was converted as he went to 


„ Damaſcus, and that that Converſion was only from Fadai/m to Chriſtianity,” 
In Reference to this we ſay, | | 
1. That we concur with Mr. Balch in his Sentiments with refpe& to the 
Converfion of ſome both Fews and Preſehtes, of which we read in the New- 
Teſtament. But yet it is certain, that in ſome Senſe. Paul was not in 
 Chri}t, + before his Journey to Damaſcus ; nor can we eaſily believe that he was 
a good Man, i. e. a regenerate Man, becauſe as Love to the Brethren is a genu- 
ine Character which pertains to all of this Kind, ſo on the contrary we ſup- 
poſe that a rooted and implacable Enmity towards them that live in all good 
Conſcience before God ( in a far better Senſe than Paul had done) is ſuffici- 
ent to determine that the Perſon hath not pa om Death to Lift. And this 
Enmity Paul was infected with, until the ed Jesus had appeared to him 
on the Way to Damaſcus. | 45 | 
2. Again, Tho' we readily concede to Mr. Balch, that it is not eſſential to 
Chriſtianity, either to believe or diſbeheve, that Paul was then a good Man: 
Yet nevertheleſs we are of the Opinion, that much more is requiſite to denote 
a regenerate Man, than all that which is here alledged in Favour of Paz). 
More particularly, | 
(I.) That he lived in all good Conſcience before God (Acts 23. 1.) We ſup- 
poſe to be inſufficient for this : Which we chink will appear, if we conſider 
in what Senſe Paul uſed the Phraſe. And here we may obſerve, . 
1. That there is a good Conſcience in a legui Senſe; that is, when a Man is 
conſcious to himſelf that both his Perſon and his Actions are innocent, and free 
from Sin, even in the Eye of the Law. A good Conſcience, in this Senſe, no 
meer Man ſince the Fall has in this Life attained to. 
_ — — CCC 
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2. Tbate is a ge CotyGimnice in an evangelical Senſe ; 25 when a Man is con- 
ſciaus to hip ſelſ, that his Perſpn is gccepted of Ca ia Cbriſi, and that he is up- 
right in his Walks, or ſincere in his Obedience to the whole revealed, Will of 
God. * mito ad: is Mag | 2 
A gen Conſcience in this Senſs au ir ſuppoſęth the Rigbteaſnaſt of Faith: For 
none have it but they whoſe Cry/cionces are, by the Blood . Cbriſi, purged from 
dead: Works, to ſerve tha liuing Gad. + »5x:- But: a Believer, being, accepted af 
God in Chriſt, may have a good Conſcience tho he be not righteous, abſolutely 
with that perfect inherent Righteouſneſs, which the moral Law exacts: Be- 
cauſe he knows that God, in the new Covenant, graciouſly accepts of that 
univerſal and ſincere Obedience to his revealed Will, being the Obedience of 
Faith, notwithſtanding it is very imperfect in the Eye of the moral Law. Yet 
every ſincere; Chriſtian is preſſing forward toward perfect Holineſs and Righte- 
ouſneſs : And we know that his Righteouſne/s mult exceed the Righteouſneſ of 
a Phariſee ; otherwiſe he cannot enter into the Kingdom of God. 2 

3. There is a good Conſcience in à yet lower Senſe of the Phraſe, i. e. a meer 
moral Senſe : Which ariſes to a Man from his having followed. uprightly the 
Guidance or Direction of Equity and Reaſon, according to the igt (either 
of Nature or of Revelation) which is in him, in the doing of any Buſineſs what- 
ſoever. In this Senſe the Gentzles, when they act with Reaſon and Juſtice in 
any Affair, may be ſaid to have a good Cinſcrence ; their Conſcience witne//eth | 
to their Integrity, and their Tho'ts excuſe them from having done apy Evil. 

And many Examples we have in the Heathen, who in the Practice of fundry 
Virtueshave been moſt worthy of Imitation, Yet, obſerve here, That no Un- 
believer can have a goed Conſcience in the evangelical Senſe, For, as the Per ſon of 
an Infidel is not waſhed from the Pollution of Sin, ſo neither is his Way, or 
Courſe of Life: And tho* many of his Actions are laudable, and with reſpe& to 
them, bis Conſcience be merally good, yet with reſpect to the ſame Actions his 
Conſcience may, in the evangelical Senſe, be defiled. The Heathen act upright- 
ly, according to the Light that is in them, in the Reverence which they pay to 
their Frieſts, and in offering of Sacrifices to the fal/e Deities which they wor- 
ſhip: Yet their Conſcience therein is defileg.---- Abimelech had a gend Conſcience, 
when he eflay'd to take another Man's Wife to his Bed. + Bus ſuppeſe that 
ſhe had not been a married, but a ſingle Woman, his Conſcience, in that Ae- 
tion, would not have been free from the Pollution of Error. And concerning 
them that are defiled and unbelieving, in general, the Apoſtle obſerves, that wnte 
them nothing is pure, but even their Mind and Conſcience is defiled, Tit. x. 15. 
Hence it appears, that a Man may have a goed Gan/cience (i. e. morally fo ) with 
reſpect to many of his Achiont, and yet not be a, gad, And this we ſuppoſe 
to have been the Caſe of Paul, before his Converhon, in his Journey to De- 
maſcus. 

ora If jt be objected. that Paul had a good Conſcience, not with Re- 
ſpect to ſome particular Actions, but univerſaily, according to the Letter of 
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the Text; A8. 2% 1. I hive lived in all good Conſciente before God until Nis Day. 
* Anſib. We anſwer that the Greek Word tranllated; I have Jivd, has noRe- 
ference to the Series or Courſe of his Life in general ; but only to his Beha- 
viour conſider'd as a Citizen, or Member of the Common-wealth of the Fews ; 
as appears to learned Men, from the Notation thereof. However he had lived 
in other Reſpects, yet he had been nd miber Bf Selitim, he had not attempred 
to raiſe up the Pecple, either in the Synagogue or in the Cy. He never went 
ahout to profane the Temple, nor had be dene to the Fetus any Atony. But with 
Reſpect to theſe Particulars, had behaved with al goed Conſcience befort God 
until that very Day. Nor can we imagine that Paul ſhould,'in his Anſwer be- 
fore the Council, attempt to clear himſelf of any Thing/thatthetwas: not 'arcuſed 
of; or that he was yet ſo much of a Phariſee, as to boaſt of à holy and ſpot- 
leſs Life from his Infancy, before the Council, when he was not accuſed of any 
Ting but of tranſgreſſing the Law of the Jets. | | 
23. Neither does Paul's profeſſing himſelf to have been blameleſs, touching the 
Righteonſneſs which is in the Law, prove that he was a good Man. Becauſc 
whoſoever geeth about to e/tabliſh that Righteouſneſs, doth not ſubmit to the Righ- 
reouſneſs of Ord, i. e. to the - Righteouſneſs of Faith, Rom. 10. 3,6. And 
ſo long as any Man'ſhall imagine, that he may be 7u/tified by the ' Righteouſ- 
neſs which is of the Law, verily Chriſ ſhall profit bim notbing; but his Media- 
tion ſhall be to him in van. fF fot big od ern vs PA y 

3 Nor was Paul's Proficiency in the "Jews Religion, above many of his E- 
quale, any Proof of his having been a goed Man. Becauſe that was not a Re- 
ligion taught of God in the ſacred Scriptures : But as the Apoſtle himſelf In- 
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forms us, it was the Tradition of their Fathers l. 
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e erhe next ARTICLE is,, LON”; ? 
IV. That wherever the Goſpel is read or preached, there is a Sufficiency of the 
Spirit afforded to make it effeftual to Salvation. 
Concerning which we ſay, * | 0 
1. That we harmonize with Mr. Baleh in the Doctrine, which he would 
adyance from this Principle, viz. * That Men ought to be warned not to grieve 
the Hol) Spirit, hot to receive the Grace of God in vain, &. For we be⸗ 
lieve with him, that the Miſcry of wicked Men, who finally periſn from 
unter the Goſpel, will be owing to their own Careleſneſs and Negligenee. 
2. Yet we judge that this Doctrine does not ſtand in need of a fa Prin- 
Ale to ſup] ort it ; as we eſteen this to be, viz. That wherever the Goſpel i- 
Mad br prbachei & c. (as beſore) - It is with Grief of Mind that we obſerve ſome 
Perſon to ab. the Doctrine of that ſpiritual Impotence, Which has invaded 
Ar Nature by the Fall, c $loth'and Negligence, And had rt Balch only 
aſlerted, that this Impotence or Weakneſs in unregenerate Men lyes in their Mills, 
that *tis choſen and dhHinate, and conſiſts in their voluntary re/i/ftmng the Grace 
that is offered them, and that there is in the Mediator ſuch Proviſion made 
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for Men's Aſſiſtance, as well as Acceptance, as will be /uffictent to render their 
Sloth, and Negligence in the Uſe of Means, forever inexcuſable in the Eye of 
every rational and impartial Mind; we ſhould have had nothing to object. 
But we can by no means believe, that there is a Sufficiency of the. Spirit to re- 
move this Obſtinacy of the Will, actually vouchſafed to every Perſon that fits 
under the Goſpel, and ta mats it effetual to Salvation. For we think *tis evi- 
dent, by that which Mr. Balch has ſaid in Defence of his Aſſertion, that he 
intends there is a Sufficiency of the Spirit afforded to make the Goſpel EE 
to Salvation to every individual Perſon, who either reads or hears the Goſpel 
read or preached, For theſe are his Words; To ſay, that the Goſpel-Sal- 
vation is inſufficient, is not only to contradi& the Apoſtle, who affirms that 
Grace abounds,and reigns in the Goſpel Diſpenſation; but it is alſo (in my 
% Opinion) to charge God with Fooliſhneſs,..in not having calculated and pro- 
« portion'd the Means to the End. And with Unrighteouſneſs too, in that 
„he will puniſh and aggravate the Condemnation of wicked Men, for their 
„ having abuſed GoſpelLight and Grace; when yet it was never accompanied 
% with a Sufficiency of the Spirit to make it effefual to Salvation.“ 

To which Words he adds, Let thoſe who can bear ſuch Conſequences 
maintain the Op:nion,”? By which he means this Opinion (if we underſtand 
him) that there is not a Sufficiency of the Spirit accompanying the Goſpel, to 
make it ef/efual to Salvation, to every individual Perſon that reads it or hears 
it read or preached. , But notwithſtanding all that Mr. Balch hath ſaid, or any 
other which we have ſeen, it don't appear to us that this Opinion, at which 
he ſeems to have ſuch Indignation, either militates againſt any Affirmation of 
the Apoſile, or is pregnant with the horrid Conſequences, which he mentions, 

1. We can't conceive why this Opinion ſhould be tho't to contradi#? the 
Apoſtle. May not the Goſpel be the Miniſtration of the Spirit, and the Power 
of God unto Salvation to every one that believeth; altho* there be not a Suff- 
ctency of the Spirit accompanying it, to make it Fectual to Salvation to every 
individual Perſon that reads it, or hears it preached? And may not Grace a- 
bound and reign in the Goſpel- Diſpenſation, in all them who have received an 
Abundance of Grace and of the Gift of Righteouſneſs, even. unto Life eternal; * 
while others have not That Grace afforded. them which is efe&ual to ſet them 
free from the reigning Power of Sin and Death, We can diſcern no Contra- 
dition to any Thing which the Apoſtle has aſſerted, if theſe Queſtions be 
anſwered in the Affirmat ive. Moreover, we know that altho* there be but 
few choſen, compared with the many called, yet abſolutely conſidered, there, is 
a great Multitude tuhich no Man can number, unto whom Grace abounds and 
in whom it reigns unto eternal Life, Rev. 7. 90 ery 

2. Neither can we think that this Opinion is pregnant with the Conſequences 
which Mr. Balch mentions. More particularly, | | 
(.) It does not charge Ged with Fooliſhneſs, in not having calculated and 
“ proportion'd the Means to the End. | * 3 
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Mr. Balch will grant, that a Perſon's Averſion from the Uſe of Aian does 
in no wiſe detra& from the Aptitude of the Means to the Exd, And that if 
this Averfton be removed from ſome by a greater Meafure of the Spirit given 
to them, than to others, they may find the Means wiſely adapted to the End; 
while the ſlothful Perſon periſhes in the Cifuſe or negle& of the Means, 

Moreover, we diſtinguiſh between a bare U/s of Means, and a Bleſſing at- 
rending the Uſe of them. The Huyſbandman will not, in the Uſe of the beſt 
Means, attain his End without a divine Bleſſing attending the Uſe of them : 
And God may cauſe the Harve/t to fail, not becauſe of his neglecting the 
Means, but for ſome other Offence ; nor ſhould he then be excus'd from the 
Charge of Impiety, if he ſhould impute his want of Succeſs to the Folly of the 
Means, wherein his God hath inſtructed him, God has obliged us to work out 
ur own Salvation with Fear and Trembling, in the Uſe of Means: But ſtill he 
reſerves the Bleſſing in his own Hand. He does not give us Grace, as 2 
Rector or Judge, according to any ſtated Lato; but as a ſovereign Benefactor, 
he works in us te Will and to Do according to his own goed Pleaſure, Phil. 2. 13. 

(2.) Neither does this Opinion imply a Charge of Unrighteouſne/s in God; 
"© in that he will puniſh and aggravate the Condenmation of wicked Men for their 
*© having abuſed Goſpel-Light and Grace, when yet it was never accompanied 
with a Syfficiency of the Spirit to make it —— to their Salvation. 

Mr, Balch does not pretend, that God aftords to“ any Man Grace eno' 
*© at once to go thro* and accompliſh the whole Work of his Salvation, but 
that / much is given as may be ſufficient to that which is nextly and imme- 
** Giately required of him; on a Man's improving of which, he may from the 
«© divine Goodneſs hope for more.” And now we ſay, Suppoſe the Man 
Joes net improve the 5% Light and Grace given him, which is ſuffici- 
ent for that which is nextly and immediately required of him, but abuſes this 
Goſpel Light and Grace, yea, and continues in this Abuſe for many Years, 
neglecting ſo much as once ſerioufly to confider of the powerful Motives which 
are ſet before him in the Goſpel, to excite him /s turn and live; in this Caſe 
we cannot conceive why God may not, without any Shadow of Inju/tice, pumiſb 
him for that Abuſe of Goſpel- Light and Grace, with a more ſore Puniſhment, 
than if that Light and Grace had not been given, or not been ſo long continued 
to him. For whether God would, or would not, have given him more Grace, 
on Condition of his improving the firſt, that alters not the Caſe with Reſpect 
to his uſtice in puniſhing him for the Abuſe of that Grace which he had already 
received. a N 

And we firmly believe, that not only wicked Men who are favoured with 
the Goſpel, but alſo the very beſt of God's gracious Servants, have ſo often 
abuſed Gofpel-Light and Grace, as that God might (if he ſaw fit) withdraw 
his Grace and Favour from them, and pumiſh them, yea and aggravate their 
Condemnation too, for ſuch Abuſes, without any Imputation of Unrighteouſneſs 
in God, even in their own Conſciences. See P/a/. 1 30. 3. | 

And now having effay*d to free this Opinion from Contradiction to the Apoſtle, 
and ſrom the horrid Conſequences which Mr. Balch would deduce from it; 
we 


N 
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we proceed in the next Place to conſider the contrary Opinion, which he en- 
deayours to eſtabliſh ; via. That wherever the Goſpel is read or preached, 
4e there is a Sufficiency of the Spirit afforded, to make it actual to Salvation.” 

Mr. Balch, in the Explication and Defence of this Principle, ſaith ; „ It is 
not pretended that wicked Men have in Fa all that Grace given them, 
«© that goed Men have ; but that the Reaſon why they have not, is becauſe 
« they reſiſ, refuſe, or receive in vain, the Grace fir given.” But we in- 
quire, whence is it that they thus reſiſt, refuſe or receive in vain the Grace 
when it's firſt given; which, it ſeems, good Men do not? And whet is it 
that makes the latter to differ ſrom the former? Was it not a larger Meaſure 
of the firſt Grace given to theſe, which removed their Aver/ion from their Duty, 
and proved 2ffefual to exeite them to that which was nextly and immediately re- 
quired of them; when yet the / Grace given to the other was not ſufficient 
to overcome the Ob/tinacy of their Willi? Or were theſe, by Nature, more 
inclined to Virtue, than thoſe ? 

The judicious Doctor Sanderſon obſerves, That it is the rotten Principle 
and Foundation of the whole Frame of Pelagianiſm, viz. Facienti quod in ſe 
, Deus non poteft, non debet, denegare Gratiam. ** That to him who does 
« what in him lyes, God cannot, he ought not to deny his Grace,” * And 
we ſuppoſe that he calls it a rotten Principle, becauſe the Hypotheſis or — 4 
ſition contained in it is falſe; namely, that there are in Fact unregenerateMen 
found under the Goſpel, who d all that in them lies in order to their Conver- 
fion. For we believe that however impotent Men are in a State of Nature 
to that which is ſpiritually good, yet there never was an unregenerate Man 
who did all that he might have done, by the Help of common Grace, towards 
his own Corwerſion, or ever will be; no, nor any regenerate Man that does 
what in him lyes for the Furtherance or Increaſe of Grace in himſelf, 

So long as Sin dwelleth in any Perſon, he will re/i/t the Grace of God, more 
or leſs, even tho” he be not under the Dominion of Sin, but under the Influ- 
ence of Grace in the main Bent of his Walk. Gal. 5. 17. The Fly lufteth 
againſt the - And as to unregenerate Men, who are under the reigning 
Power and Dominion of Sin, they are fo far from doing what they n 
ſidered as rational Creatures) towards their own Convetſion, that they are utterly 
unwilling that God himſelf thould work in them that which is well pleaſing in his 
Sight : And if they are ſo far enlightned, that they diſcern the Neceſlity of 


their Converſion, in order to their eſcaping the Damnation of Hell, and pray 


to God for renewing Grace, yet ſuch is their Love to Sin, that their Heart 
will, like Au/tin's of old, ſay, Not yet, Lord; but let me enjoy the Pleaſures 
of Sin ſomewhat longer firſt. So that if Mr. Balch, when he aſſerts a Suffi- 
ciency of the Spirit to accompany the Goſpel, to make it effectual to Salvation 
to them that rad or hear it, intends it only of thoſe Readers or Hearers who do 
never reſiſt, refuſe, er receive in vain the firſt Grace given ; We then verily be- 
lieve, that (if this were really the Caſe) there would not be a Sufficiency of 
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the Spirit to make the Goſpel effectual to Salvation to any Perſon at all: Be- 


cauſe, as we judge, there are nane but what do more or leſs 7%, or refuſe, or 


receive in vain the firſt Grace. 
We obſerve, that the Papiſis generally make but little Difference ( if any at 


all) between that which they call ſufficient Grace and effettual Grace. They 
fay, that there is Grace accompanying the Goſpel-Diſpenſation, ſufficient to 
enable all that live under it, to be willing to believe, to be, converted, and to 
work that which is good, * | | 

And this ſuppoſed Grace the Remon/trants call both ſufficient and ectual, 
in a different Senſe. Sufficient ( ſay they) becauſe Vim habet producendi effettum, 
it hath Power to produce the Effect; and efectual, when by the Co-operation 
of the Will of the Perſon, it actually attains to the Effect: Yet ſo that by the 
Wickedneſs of the Perſon it might have been without the Effect. As when a 
Man opens the Door to a Priſoner, takes off his Fetters, and reaches out hisHand 
ro him, &c. the Priſoner has then a ſufficient Power to eſcape, and to gain his 
Liberty; and if he exerts himſelf and actually goes forth, it is then an e fectuai 
Power: But if he is unwilling to go forth, and chuſes till to remain where he 
was, then the Grace or Favour ſhewn him, altho* it was ſufficrent, yet it 
proved not effectual for his Enlargement. + | 

But to this we ſay, we cannot believe, that the Fetters are taken off from 
the Priſoner, until he is actually willing to go forth, nor until it becomes utterly 
impoſſible for him to prevail on himſelf to be willing to continue in Sin, More- 
over, *tis obvious to all, that the ſufficient Grace, which they ſpeak of, is not 
in it's own Nature effectual: but the Efficacy thereof depends on the Hill of 
Man, and not on the Influence of the Spirit of God upon the Heart. | 

Nor can we think any other of it than the Janſeniſis do, viz. That it never 
had, nor will have any Effect on the Will of any Man, from the Fall of Adam 


= *- until the Day of Judgment. + | 
[: And if this only be the ſufficient or effeftual Grace, which Mr. Balch pleads 
for, we cannot but think his Opinion contradiftory to thoſe Words of our 


bleſſed Saviour, Al! that the Father giveth me, ſball come unto me, John 6. 37. 
and fertile of many very diſmal Conſequences, beſides this, viz. That Gop 
may be fruſtrated of his Purpoſe of Grace towards his Ele& ; which if any can 
bear, let them maintain the Opinion, For our Part, we firmly believe, that 
the Father has given to Jeſus Chriſt his Son, Power over all Fleſh, for this End, 


That he ſhould give eternal Life to as many as the Father hath given him, Joh. 17. 
2. And that neither the Purpoſe of the Father, nor Deſign of the Son, ſhall be 
kt | 


diſanulled. 5 I 5 | 2if . 

Moreover, Whereas Mr. Balch ſaith, he << believes that Gop is gecd, and 
<6 that he has no Pleaſure in the Death of Sinners ; but has done, to prevent it, 
«© whatever became a wiſe, and righteous, and merciful Father and Gover- 


„„ 


* Bellarm, Contr. 3d. de Grat. & Lib. arbit. Lib. 1. Cap. 2, as quo- 
ted by Turret, + Vid Phil. Limb. Theol, Chriſt. Lib. 4. Cap. -I 2. 
Janſ. in Auguſt. Lib. 3. Cap. 3. as quoted by Tur. 


% nour, * 


L ( 41) 


c nour, to do: We reply, that we believe in the ſame Perfections of God 
alſo; and are perſwaded that he did what became ſuch an infinitely perfect and 
glorious Being, ſo related to his Creatures, to prevent the Apoſtacy of the An- 
gels, which kept not their firſt State, and to prevent the Fall of our firſt Parents 
in Paradiſe ; yea, and that he now does nothing unbecoming his Perfections, or 
his Relation towards that very numerous Part of Mankind, from whom he is 
pleaſed to with-hold theGrace of God which bringethSalvation, || even theLight of 
the glorious Goſpel of Reconciliation. ry 
Again, we. heartily concur with Mr. Balch, in the following Words; “ I 
c believe, that if any Man is ſenſible of his Need of divine Grace and Wiſdom, 
« and aſts it of Ged, diſpoſed to improve it for his Glory and his own and others 
«© Good, it all be given him. But then we add, that we alſo believe, that 
the Perſon here deſcribed has already received that Grace, which we ourſelves, 
according to the Scripture, * call ¶ectual. 


V. Mr. Balch ſaitb, The next Particular is, And that it was only the 
practical Part that was wanting, to make Men happy.” Paſſing by what himſelf 
bath ſpoken under this Article, in his own Vindication ; we ſhall only ſay, 
That if he underſtands the practical Part in Oppoſition to the barren Know- 
ledge, meer naked Aſſent, and empty Profeſſion, which is all the Religion of 
Multitudes who live under the Goſpel ; then his practical Part will take in 
juſtifying Faith in Jeſus Chriſt, with all thoſe bleſſed Fruits, whereof it is the 
Principle: And we ſhall heartily join him, in his Judgment, and be troubled 
with ſuch as complain of ſo ſound Doctrine. But if by the practical Part Mr. 
Balch intends, what he ſometimes in his Sermon, upon which we have re- 
mark'd, calls Chriſtian Obedience, Moral Righteouſneſs, Gocd Works, Mall do- 
ing, &c. And when he faith, theſe are what is only wanting to make Mm happy, 
if he mean, that this Practical Part will make Men happy, without that cordial 
Reception of Chriſt's juſtifying and ſanctifying Influences, by a ſincere Faith, 
concerning which we have ſpoken in our View of his Sermon; in this Light 
we cannot ſay with him, that it is the practical Part only, that is wanting to make 
Alen happy. For the Abſence of this Faith makes it impoſſible that the true prac- 
tical Patt of Religion ſhould have a Being: An empty Shew, and- lifeleſs Car- 
caſe of Religion thera may be, and only ſuch. | 7 w | 


VI. «© The next Article is a Paſſage taken from a Sermon I preached about 
„ three Years ago; when ſpeaking of the young Man that came to our Sa- 
c vigur, and aſk'd him, H hat he ſhould do that he might haus eternal Life ? I 
4 fay, that our Lord ſaw. no ill Intention in him, at this Time, nor ſuſpected amy. 
If Mr. Balch-when he ſaid, Our Lord ſaw no ill Intention in him”* c. 
meant only, that our Lord look'd upon him as hot coming with the T- 
and Malice of the Scribes and Phariſees in his Heart, or Hypocriſy of the Mul- 
titude who followed him for the Sake. of his Loaves, for carnal and ſiniſter 


* Tit. 2. 11. 1 Theſ. 2. 1 e r een AY 
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Ends; but as coming to him with ſome Degree of Reverence and Honour of 
him, and a morally — Deſire of being inſtructed of him in the Way of 
Salvation: If (we ſay) Mr. Balch means no more than this, we have little or 
nothing to object againſt it. Mr. Balch, we hope, don't think that this young 
Man was without Faults, or that our Lord ſaw them not. Dr. Manton takes 
notice of two groſs Faults in him, vix. He aſked in thePhariſeesSenſe, // hat 
«6 good T hing ſhould he ds ?---His next Fault was his /ove of Riches and worldly 
« Things”---And the Love wherewith Chriſt loved this young Man, the Dr. 
ſuppoſeth to be that of Courteſy and Pity only. 


We haſten to another ARTICLE, viz. 

VII. That Man by Nature is more inclined to Virtue, than Vice. 

We can't but eſteem this to be very unſound, even according to the Senſe 
in which Mr. Balch has explained the Word Nature, if by Virtue he intends a 
Series of truly virtuous Actions, that Patient Continuance in well-doing, or 
righteous Courſe of Life, which is acceptable to God thro* Chri/t, and which he 
will reward with eternal Life. His Words are theſe; „ If then you will 
take the Word Nature as we are obliged to do in this Place ( viz. Rom, 2. 
14.) and ſeveral others, I might well enough ſay, That by Nature we are 
more inclined to Virtue than Vice. For Reaſon and Conſcience, ſaid I, are al- 
ways on the Side of Virtue, and never diſpoſe Men to Vice and Wickedneſs.“ 

We readily grant, that the Law of Nature, impreſſed on the Heart of Man at 
his Creation, is the Law of God, and the Rule of our Actions, as much as that 
which is printed in the Bible: And that this Law is not fo far obliterated in 
the Minds of the Gentiles, but that they do, by the Light thereof, in many 
Things, diſcern the Difference between Right and Wrong, Juſt and Unjuſt, 
Virtue and Vice, And now ſeeing that „ it is an unchangeable Law of 
„God, which he eſtabliſhed by an Ordinance of Nature in our firſt Creation, 
«« that the Will of every Man (which is the Fountain whence all our Actions 
immediately flow) ſhould conform itſelf to the Judgment of the practick 
«© Under/tanding, or Conſcience, as to it's proper and immediate Rule, and yield 
<< itſelf to be guided thereby: Hence it would follow, That if the Under- 


landing were in no wiſe darkened, but clearly diſcerned in all Caſes 'f as the 


Gentiles did in many) the Difference between Virtue and Vice; then Reaſon 
and Conſcience would indeed alway be on the Side af Virtue, and never diſ- 
poſe Men to Wickedneſs and Vice. And the Fault ( in Caſe of Sin ) would 
then be in the ill only; becauſe Reaſon ſhew'd the right Way, and Con- 
ſcience determin'd for that, but the Will took the Mrong. Whereas now, on 
the other Hand, if the Underſtanding be dark, and thro' Error point out a 
wrong Way, and the Conſcience judge it to be right and good, and the Will 
follow it, the Fault is then chiefly in the Underſtanding and Conſcience, becauſe 
the Will has been miſguided thereby ; and in this Caſe it cannot be faid, that 
the Man's Reaſon and Conſcience are on the Side of Virtue, but the Reverſe. 
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And this we ſuppoſe to be the Caſe of fallen Man, more eſpecially while he 
yet remains in an unconverted State : The Light that is in him, is Darkneſs ; and 
how great then is that Darkneſs ? 4 

The Gentiles, notwithſtanding the dim Light of Nature, which they had 
from the Law written on their Hearts, were alienated from the Life of Gad tbr 
the Ignorance which was in them, becauſe of the Blindneſs of their Heart, * Yea, 
they are ſaid to have been not only under the Power of Darkneſs, but even 
Darkneſs itſelf. + And as to thoſe who are favoured with divine Revelation, 
they are many of them deſtroyed for Lack of Knowledge. | They fin grie- 
vouſly thro' falſe Reaſonings; and ſometimes their Conſcience is ſeared as with a 
hot Iron. Some do many Things, which are materially good, with wrongEnds ; 
pray and give Alms, that they may be ſeen of Men *; eſſay to merit the Favour 
of by Faſting and by the Performance of various Duties. 4 Others pitch 
upon ſinful Means, to obtain a good End. Some eſteem lawful Things to be 
unlawful, and cenſure their Neighbours for doing them : And others doubt of 
the Lawfulneſs of a Thing, and yet doit. Yea, there are thoſe who ( as Paul 
did) perſecute and kill Chriſt's Diſciples, and «+ verily think that therein they do 
God Service.” And yet, according to Mr. Balch, « Reaſon and Conſcience are 
always on the Side of Vertue, and never diſpoſe Men to Vice and Wicked- 
6 neſs, 

We proceed to another ARTICLE, viz. 

VIII. That AMAorality is the Height of Chriſtianity.“ 

Upon which we briefly ſay as follows. The moral Law may be conſidered 
either as a Covenant, or as a Rule, 

In the firſt Senſe, CyR1sT has freedBelievers from it. They are e delivered 
from the Law, Rom. 7. 6. They are not under the Law, 6. 14. Nor 
may any Perſon 11 ** ſeek after Righteouſneſs by Works of the Law,“ if we con- 
ſider the Law as a Covenant of Life.---But in the ſecond Senſe, Believes are 
under the Law to CHRIS r. The moral Law, as a Rule, ſheweth us the Dif- 
ference between Good and Evil, Right and Wrong, Holy and Unholy. No 
Perſon therefore can be diſcharged of his Obligation to obſerve this Law, in any 
Caſe whatſoever. But Believers are under the ſtrongeſt Bonds to fulfill the royal 
Law of Love; yea, their Salvation partly conſiſts in their Conformity to this 
Law. The happy Perſon, who is /aved, not by Works of Righteouſneſs which be 
hath done, but by the waſhing of Regeneration and the renewing of the Holy Ghoſt, 
is ſaved from Sin, which is but a ſwerving from the moral Law. He is ſet free 
from Enmity to Gop (which is but an Averſion from this Law) and he has 
the Image of God reſtored to him, which conſiſts in his Conformity to the moral 
Law, conſidered as a Rule of Righteouſneſs and true Holineſs. If therefore, 
when it is aſſerted that Morality is the Height of Chriſtianity, it be intended, 
that it is the great Deſign of the Goſpel to ſanctify us thro* Faith, and te bring 


XD + Matth. 6. 23. Eph. 4. 18. + Col. 1. 13. Eph. 25 8. 
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us, thre Chriſt firengthening of us, to theQbedience of the moral Law, conſider d 
wt as a Covenant, but as 4 Kal. of Holineſs only; and that we grow up towards 
the Height and Perfection of Chriſtianity, not otherwiſe than as we die unto Sin 
and live unto Righteouſneſs, by the Power of Chriſt's Reſurrection; or in other 
Words, Not otherwiſe than as thro* the Supply of the Spirit of Chrift, we be- 
come more and more conſorm'd to the moral Law, in Heart and Life; we then 
have nothing to object againſt this Article but ſhall join with Mr. Balch in en- 
forcing and inculcating the ſame, and in cenſuring them that advance the con- 
trary Opinion, as Anitnomiaus and Libertines, truly unworthy of the chriſtian 
Name.---To conclude, | | | 
Mr. Balch tells us, that he is charg'd farther, in two Articles, The firſt is 
4 That I have ſaid, A certain Verſe in the Bible is miſtranſſatd. The, Miſ- 
tranſlation is, as he after tells us, Pſal. 51. 5.Shapen in Iniguity, which he had ra- 
ther have read, born er brought forth in Iniquity. If this was all that gave Birth 
to the Complaint of any of his People, and Mr, Balch did not ſeek any Advan- 
tage by ſuch an Altertion of the "Tranſlation, to enervate the ſcriptural Doc- 
trine of the Moral Pollution of Man's Nature as he comes into the World; 
we think, it wes indeed too trifling a Thing to ground an Accuſation upon. 
The other Thing he is charg'd with, is ſaying, T hat a wicked Man could 
knno as much of the T hings of another Wirld, as a good Man could *” ? To this 
we would ſay, Thzt without all Doubt a good Man has a quite different View 
of all ſpiritual and divine Things, from what a natural Man hath : He knows 
them after another Manner al N : he ſees That in the Truths of Religion 
and thoſe that reſpect another World in particular, which thg other doth not; 
and they have a Power and Influence upon him, which the other feels not. 
But that the generalO4je& of the good Man'sKnowledge is neceſſarily greater 
than that of the wicked Man's, is what we can't ſee reaſon to believe. For, inaſ- 
much as neither gracious, nor graceleſs Perſons can ordinarily have any Know- 
ledge of the Things of another World, other than what they learn fromScripture- 
Revelation; and theſe Scripturc- Revelations, doctrinally confider'd, are appre- 
hended by humane Reaſon, in both regenerate and unregenerate ; and this Rea- 
ſon may pbſſibly be even brighter and ſtronger in ſome Unregenerate, than in 
ſomeRegenerate; it appears, that wicked Men may in Reſpe& of the C | 
or Extent of their Knowledge, know as much of the Things of another World 
as good Men, We heartily wiſh every one of the Points of Doctrine whergof 
Mr. Balch has been accuſed, had been as innocent as this, It would have been 
a far greater Pleaſure to us to have declared our Concurrence with him, than 


to have remonſtrated againſt him. a 
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